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The whole of this Charge was not delivered at any 
one place. DiflFerent passages in it were omitted at 
different places of Visitation, for the sake of brevity. 
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fore, the Clergy, by requesting the publication of the 
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CHARGE, 



Reverend Brethren, 

In looking back on the years which have passed, 
since we first met on such an occasion as this, the prevailing 
' sentiment, in the hearts of all of us, must be that of humble 
'" and fervent thankfulness to our divine Head, who has ena- 
^ bled us not only to retain the outward form of a National 
f' Church, in spite of all the dangers by which we were at 
f one time menaced, but also to aspire to a higher and wider 
sphere of spiritual action; while we are cheered and sti- 
>.mulated in our ministrations by the increased, and daily 
Jncreasing, sympathies of the people — ^by the calm, intelli- 
jgent, and active co-operation of many of the most eminent 
of all orders of men around us — and, above all, by the 
manifest indications of a general yearning for a deeper and 
fuller insight into the way of God's salvation — into the 
nature, too, the powers, the privileges, the blessings, of the 
Holy Catholic Church, the true ark of deliverance from the 
perishing world around us, which His infinite wisdom and 
jmercy have prepared, " that in the dispensation of the ful- 
ness of time, he might gather together in one all things in 
Christ." 

' Thank God ! the Church is no longer the watchword of 
a party, but is acknowledged to be " the city of the Lord of 
Hosts, the city of our God," in which those who use their 
holy privileges aright shall be disciplined awi^X-^lw. "^feR. 
dtizenship of " the heavenly 3eiw%«X^TCL?^ 



This improyeraent and enlaTgement of the religious views 
of our people demand from ua a proportioned elevation of 
OUT own views, and increased care and diligence in out own 
studies, that we may he enabled " to bTing all such as are 
committed to our cbaTge usto that ripeness and perfectness 
of age in Christ," to which so muny btb now, hy His grace, 
manifestly aspiiing. Those among you who feel, with me, 
the loss we ourselves sufTered from having heen less stimu- 
lated hy the spirit of the times, on which the best years of 
our lives were cast, will also feel, with me, that this, whether 
our fault or our misfortune, does not exempt us from the 
general duty of labouring, in humble dependence on God's 
grace, to raise ourselves, as near as we may, to ii level with 
our increased responsihilities ; while the younger members 
of our body, " rejoicing," as they well may, hut " with 
tremhiiug," at the blessedness of their own better lot, who 
have no temptation to idleness or negligence, in the pre- 
Tailing temper of the people, will gird themselves manfully 
to the studies necessary for " the doing of so weighty a 
work, pertaining to the salvation of man," in an age of un- 
cisjnpled iutellectual activity — activity applied, through the 
mercy of God, not least to the investigation of religious 
truth, in a spirit of earnestness and zeal, which it will be 
the opprobium of the clergy if they are unable to meet, to 
satisfy, and to direct. 

1. Happily, the rising generation of theological students 
have new and most valuable aids largely offered to them. 
Within the last few months, the University of Osford, act- 
ing on the gracious intimations of Her Majesty's purpose to 
found two new professorships of sacred literature, and, of 
its own liberality, anticipating the time when the royal en- 
dowment shall take effect, has commenced the pious work, 
and provided the means not only of farther instruction, but 
also of ascertaining the proficiency of those whom she in- 
strocta, in that learning which shall duly qualify them, by 
the grace of God, to be the spiritual instructors of others. 
I The aevprofesBon will commence iVieu kCvuea os soon as 



the University shall again be assembled ; and the examina- 
tion of those who attend them will not be delayed beyond 
eighteen months-r-it being intended that certificates shall be 
given to all who satisfy the examiners^ after an attendance 
on at least six courses of lectures, which cannot be com>- 
pleted in less than an academical year. 

The University does not profess to require that all of her 
sons, who intend to offer themselves as candidates for holy 
orders, shall have recourse to the assistance which this most 
useful institution offers ; but I feel that I should be wanting 
to my own duty as a bishop, if I did not seize this earliest 
opportunity of announcing, that I shall require from all 
candidates of that University, as soon as the new statute shall 
be in full activity, the certificates which it provides. There 
may be special cases in which I may see reason to remit the 
requirement, but such will be my rule; and the exceptions 
will be only those which very peculiar circumstances shall 
justify. Even when exceptions may be admitted, they will 
not extend to an admission of a less amount of qualification, 
than might be expected to satisfy the academic examiners ; 
for I should be guilty of very culpable remissness, if I should 
not, to the utmost, co-operate with the University, in this 
its most wisely-conceived as well as laudable endeavour to 
elevate the standard of theological attainments in the future 
ministers of our Church. — Similar demands will of course 
rbe made from candidates of the other University, where it is 
gratifying to know that an increased measure of theological 
instruction has recently been introduced. 

I have ventured to pronounce of the scheme, that it is 
'most wisely conceived ; and confidently do I anticipate your 
concurrence in this judgment, when I state to you what 
that scheme is. The lectures of one of the new professors 
^will be directed to pastoral theology, under which will be 
comprehended instruction in the duties of a parish priest*— 
.in the method of composing sermons — in the history of 
liturgies, with their rubrics — ^and matters of s. l\k& ^&xB^. 
,,. '^ *^ ^* • ■'^-^^^j 



Tlie other prufcEBor will lecture in ecclesiaBtical history, and 
tlie writings of the Fathers." 

That exl^nsive attainmenls in these as well ae the other 
depaj-tmenta of sQi'.red learning can be made in so short a 
period, will be expected by no man; but the rudimeDls may 
he learned, and a path opened, in which the diligent and 
eonacientjous student may afterwards safely advance, — " me- 
ditating upon these thiuga, giving himself to them," as 
much as their vast importance demands, "that so," lihe 
Timothy's, " liia profiting may appear to all." 

n. Valuable as the measure is in itself, it receives some 
acceBsiou of value from the time and the place in which it 
has been set forth. 

The University of Oxford has recently been identified, in 
the judgment of the inconsiderate, with the authois of what 
are commonly called "The Osford Tracts." It is well, 
therefore, that measures have been taken by the University 
itself, to teach, aulhoritatively, on those important subjectg, 
cm which private members of that body have used the 
liberty, which undeniably belonged to them, of setting forth 
their sentiments without authority. The result of the un- 
authorised (caching has, I fully believe, been, on the whole, 
very highly useful to the cause, not only of sacred learniDg, 
but also of true religion. Whatever may be the clamours 
with which these writers are assailed, and while I think that 
in some important particulars ihey have erred in doctrine 
—and that in others, both important and unimportant, they 
have been injudicious in their recommendations of practice 

• The only objcclion whiih preaenti ilself agninat this mosure, 
i«lhe Bxpenae of ao addilionul year's residence in llie UniTemitj. 
TbiB oljecdoD ie not lo be lightly dispoied of: let us hope, that the 
Uoitenity may deem It proper to permit sucb peraaoB, hb intend to 
DMB Ike Ilieological cxamiuatiDn, lo uS'ei: tliemueltcs for tlie ordioary 
einmination for the tjachelor'a degree, at an earlier period than at 
urea^nl, if thvy wtah it; nnd tlmi Id ainil thciDseireB of the beoclit 
bTAi* new messari!, with little or no prolongation of their residence 
in the Univanilj. 



— I scruple not to repeat the avowal, which I made to yo(i 
three years ago, of my own deep sense of the deht which the 
Church owes to them. The candid ecclesiastical historian 
of the nineteenth century, whatever else he may say of these 
men, will hereafter point to them, as having most largely 
contributed, by their own energy, and by exciting the zeal 
and energy of others, to that revival of a spirit of inquiry 
into the doctrines of the primitive Fathers, into the consti- 
tution of the Church of Christ, and, generally, into matters 
of high importance to the cause of Gospel Truth, which has 
spread with a rapidity wholly unexampled since the days 
of Cranmer. But I enlarge not on these points. He whose 
station best entitles him to speak of these writers, their own 
venerated diocesan, has anticipated all other testimony. My 
object is, to do an act of simple justice to them, at whatever 
hazard of sharing in the obloquy, which has been heaped not 
only on them, but on many who, differing from them in 
important particulars, as I have declared myself to diffsr, 
do yet, like me, regard them with respect and gratitude, as 
good, and able, and pious men, who have laboured most 
earnestly, and, on the whole, very beneficially, in the ser- 
vice of the Church of Christ. 

1. There is one leading particular in their teaching, on 
which, when I warmly commend it, I venture to assure 
myself that I shall have the assent of most among you ; I 
mean the stimulus which they have given to a life of system" 
atic piety — to a life which shall, in some measure, realize 
the requisitions and copy the examples of those holy men 
who compiled our Liturgy, and fenced, and illustrated, and 
enforced it with the Rubrics. That Liturgy was prepared, 
those Rubrics were designed, not to regulate the service of 
one day only in the week, but of every day. Whose fault is 
it, that its use is commonly so limited ? Is it the fault of 
our people ? At least, is it solely theirs ? None of us can 
truly and honestly say that it is, till he has tried — «ax.vQiV2>^^ 
fiainestly, for some couridexaXAfe \.\T£i^^ \x\^^ «»^. nxv^^'-vsw 



vain, — to win liis flock to unite witij him in lliat week-day 
Bocrifice of praise and thanksgiving, for which the Church 
has Eo faithfully provided, eapecially on all those " Feasts 
which the Church hath appointed to be obeerved." 

On this matter, however, I do not pretend to prescribe to 
you any rule. It must be left to your own judgment and 
your own feeling. But teach and discipline your feeling; 
note well the practice of which you read in the history of 
some of the best and holiest men our Church has ever pro- 
duced ; note, too, the effect of the same practice in those of 
our own day who are known diligently to follow it. Are 
they mere formaliafa? Are they devoid of spiritual and 
vita! religion ? Above all, try the practice fairly, devoutly, 
and in the fear and love of God : try it yourselves, and note 
its effect on your own souls. Mark whether b holy compo- 
sure, a pious joy, an increased ability to go through your 
other services (I will not call them labours), attend not 
the habitual use of these much-depreciated ordinances. 

In country parishes, it may not be easy soon to gather a 
congregation. Yet often, even there, the aged, the inSrm, 
and some of those whose station exempts them from constant 
occupation, might he brought gladly to avail themselves of 
the more frequent ministTations of their pastor, if he shew 
himself in earnest in executing his high commission, as 
minister of God's word, in conformity to the injunction of 
the Church. 

In pressing this matter upon you, I am not ignorant that 
many good men have thought — some, perhaps, of those 
whom I now address may thiuk — that the most valuable por- 
tion of public worship is the ordinance of Preaching ; and 
we are sometimes told, in a tone of seeming triumph, that 
the great work, for which our holy office was appointed, is, 
to "preach the Gospel." 

From the earliest days of the Reformation there have 
been two parlies in our Church— each of them including 
many sincere and escellent men — ^who are, and have been. 
Biore Btrongly di stinguisiicd by iheit teeUng, \! lio^ 'Oawt \a.t\- 



guage, on this particular, than by almost any other differ- 
ences whatever. 

On which side the voice of the Church has spoken, I need 
not say. But let me ask, has not experience also spokcQ ? 
and is not its testimony with the Church ? What are the 
results, the enduring results, of the most eloquent, the most 
fervent, the most successful preaching, if it be not kept in 
due subordination to the immediate and proper purpose for 
which the congregation is assembled in God's house — em- 
phatically called by Grod himself " The House of Prayer," 
— humbly to acknowledge our sins before God — ^to render 
thanks to Him — to set forth His praise — to hear His holy 
word — to ask those things which He knows to be necessary 
as well for the body as the soul — above all, to feed together 
spiritually on the body and blood of our blessed Redeemer ? 

What, I again ask, are the results, the enduring results 
of the preference of preaching to a service such as this ? 
Has not experience shewn how little they can be depended 
on.f* 

And) after all, what is to preach the Gospel ? Is it 
merely the delivery of oral discourses ? In proclaiming 
the Gospel to the heathen, this may, indeed, be the best 
or the only way. But in the instruction of those who have 
been already brought, by God's mercy, into the fold of 
Christ, can the same be truly said ? What is catechising ? 
What the reading publicly in the congregation the written 
Word of Grod ? What the intelligent and devout use of our 
own admirable Liturgy? Can any sermons bear com- 
parison, even as instruments of Christian instruction, with 
the wisdom, the perspicuity, the fulness, the wonderfully 
proportioned exhibition of the whole Will of Grod, which 
that blessed book presents ? Of all its praises, this, its ob- 
servance of the just analogy of faith, is perhaps the highest. 
Ix]L it, no one portion of evangelical truth is unduly exalted 
above the rest ; no favourite doctrine can be there detected 
: — nothing sectarian — nothing that is not Catholic^ in its 
tone, as in its sense. Onl^ teada. ^wrc ^^'cs^^ \»>k»ss^ "^^ 



inelbod, the ayBlera, of the whole buok, and ihe purpoBe, 
OB well aa the meaning, of every part. Tench Chem, in 
short, to know the riches of thu treasure which is time 
giTen into their hands. Shew tu ihem, thut it is not 
merely a maciual of daily devotiun, hut also an epitome of 
a Christian's life : of \m hfe, said I ? — ay, and of hie death. 
From the font to the grave, it seeks to sLud its enligliteii> 
ing, its chaetening, its couBoling; influence on ell we do 
and all wc suffer.* Be it your part to teach your peopk 
to use it as they ought; to pray its prayers; to "pray 
with the tpirit. and to pray with the understanding also." 
And then be assured that they will listen even to the 
preacher, if not with the same barren wonder at his fancied 
talents, or the same brief subjection of ibeir feellnga 
to his rhetoric, yet with ininda and hearts better fittoi 
to receive, and to retain, whatever of good they may Uear 
from him. 

Before I quit this auhject, let me again impress on you — 
what three years ago I brought to your attention — the duty 
of a faithful ohBcrvance of the Rubrics. True it is, that 
inveterate usage may be pleaded for the non-observance 
of some of them. But of these not all, perhaps not one, 
may have been irreclaimably lost. Be it our care to revive 
what we may ; hut, certainly, not to permit atiy others ttj 
fall into disnse.t 

I was brought to this matter by a wish to do justice to 
one especial benefit which has been rendered lo the Church 
by the writers of the " Tracts for the Times." 

* I may be permittad lo recororaeud u selectiaii fram the works 
nf the (jreat divines of the lavecleenlh centurj, antilled " lUuitra- 
tioiit of the Lituray and Hitual, bj/ the flao. Jamei Srogdtn," 
recenlly publiahed, a^ a moat valuable uldLtioQ lo every puocliial 
clergyman'B, alid indeed to erery churclinian'a, library. 

+ To the wisdom, whiuh mark« our Eubrics, I nro glnd to gii-u 
the teBtlmonr of the experience of one of llie ililral and mow 
dcToled miniBlers ever employed in the aervice of the Chuioli^ 
India, Arthdeacon Robinsipn. — See App. 1. 
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2. There is another particular, in which they appear to 
me equally entitled to our gratitude ; I mean the zealous 
and effectual manner in which they have enforced tlie 
great evangelical truth, that the true Christian life is not 
an individual, but a corpcrrate life; that we are, in the 
highest and strictest moral sense, members of a Body^ 
whose Head is our Lord Himself, and therefore we are 
" members one of another." Our Lord*8 own discourses, 
and the teaching of the Holy Ghost by the Apostles, plainly 
declare that it is to the body of Christ, and to every par- 
ticular man as a member of that body, that his precious 
promises of grace and life are held out : " The Lord added 
to the Church daily such as should be saved." 

I do not say — God forbid I ever should — ^that no blessing 
attends personal, individual religion — that the Spirit of 
Grace is never present except when the congregation are 
met together in the Lord's name — ^that ''the prayer of 
Faith," breathed from one single heart, is, or can be, 
without effect— that the soul is never blessed, largely 
blessed, by holy communion with God, even in the stillness 
of the closet, in the loneliness of the dungeon, or in the yet 
more perfect desolation of the faithful Christian in the 
crowd of infidels or worldlings. But this I say, that even 
then he, the faithful Christian, will regard himself as a 
member of the body — will long for communion with it. 
I also say, that the great appointed instruments of grace, 
the holy Sacraments, of which we know that they are 
" generally necessary to salvation" — those to which is an- 
nexed the promise of the highest and most perfect union 
with Christ, so far as they are the acts of man, are essen- 
tially corporate acts — acts of the Church, prescribed as such 
by its divine Head. 

" Great " indeed, *' great" throughout, " is the mystery 
of godliness ;" but the greatest of all its mysteries is the 
first particular enumerated by the Apostle-—" God manifest 
in the flesh" — Emmanuel — God itv w&\ ^\fcTw^^ xistisxas^ 
msaahood to himself, and l\ivia \i^comm"^ \o \\a'''' n>5\^ 'srjjsvx^ 
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Adora," from wliom, and through whom, and in whom, 
our true, our spiritual life wholly suhsiata. 

The Word of God is plain, and Ml in teaching thn 
great truth, though it shrouds in awful uhacuTity the p&i- 
tlculars contained within it. " I am the vine, ye are tKe 
hranches : lie that aiiideth in me, and I in him, the ea 
bringeth forth much fruit." * Again : " Ye are the body 
of Christ, and members in particular.'' t " Wc are me 
bers of hie body." We are " of His flesh ajid of His 
borws."t Again: "He is the head, even Christ, jrom 
whom the whole body, fitly joined together, and compacted 
by that which every joint supplieth, according to the effec- 
tual working in the measure of every part, muketh increase 
of the body to the edifying of itself in loTe."§ 

In another place, we are said to be " built upon the 
foundation of the Apostles and Prophets, Jesus Christ 
himself being the chief corner-stone : in whom all the build* 
ing, fitly framed together, groweth unto a holy temple in 
the Lord: in whom ye also are builded together for an 
habitation of God through the Spirit." || 

These various but accordant images are not used is 
metaphor, but symbolically. They are expressions which, 
while they cannot be conceived to describe the mauner, do 
yet declare the truth, the reality, the closeness of the union 
of Christ with his Church. They forbid us to regard m 
selves, if we would be in Christ, as separate individual^. 
They tell us, with Hooker, tliat " in Him we actually ar^ 
by our actual incorpotBtion into that society which hath Htm 
for its head, and doth make together with Him one body.; 
tor which canee, by virtue of that mystical conjunction, 
we are of Him, and in Him, even aa though our very fleJb 
and bones should be made continuate with His."^ t 

The "life" of this mystical body "is," indeed, "hid 
witli Christ in God ;"'* yet the body itself is visible bere en 
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Jolin IT. 3. f 1 Cor. lii, 27. I Eph. r. 30. 

4 Id. it. 16, II III. ii. 23. "F Ecc. Pol. r. f 66.* 
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earth, in the doctrine which Christ delivered to it, in the 
Sacraments which , He instituted, in the " pastors and 
teachers, whom He gave, for the perfecting of the Saints, 
for the work of the Ministry, for the edifying of the Body 
of Christ, till " the number of the elect shall be accoiii- 
plished, and the Church attain its appointed growth ; and 
so " we all come in the unity of the Faith, and of the 
knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect man, unto th^ 
measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ."* 

Meanwhile, can we doubt what is the duty of every 
Christian towards the particular Church, in which God's 
mercy has assigned his lot? To adhere to it with all 
thankfulness and meekness, ** to obey them which have the 
rule over him, and submit himself," t "esteeming them 
very highly in love for their work's sake;"! to 'Move the 
brotherhood," § to hold communion in all acts of worship, 
above all, in that the highest of all, the Holy Supper of the 
Lord, which is the very golden cord of unity, binding 
together in one the whole Body of Christ on earth ; " for 
we, being many, are one bread and one body ; for we are 
all partakers of that one bread."|| Can schism, in short, 
be a light evil, or a venial sin ? Can it be safe for us to 
permit, much less to teach, our people to believe it such ? 

No ; let us rather remind them what was the prayer, the 
last, the most earnest prayer, which our Lord himself 
poured forth for his Church just before he was delivered 
to his murderers — that prayer was for the unity of His 
Church : *' Neither pray I for these alone, but for them 
also which shall believe in me through their word, that 
they all may be one ; as Thou, Father, art in me, and I in 
Thee^ that they may be one in Us, that the world may 
know that Thou hast sent me. And the glory which Thou 
gavest me I have given them, that they may be one even 
as We are one : I in them, and Thou in me, that they may 
be made perfect in one.** 

* Eph. iv. 11—13. t Heb, xm. VI , \\T^fe^'s..x.^:^. 
{IPet.ii. 17. ^\C.oT.T-W. 
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See how yaaU how inconceivahly vastj is the value of 
unity in the Church. He, who is truth itself, aDnexea to 
it, as its iiecessaty result, the caDviction and conveisioti of 
the world— the gathering of the nations into the fold of 
Christ. It is not union that He prays for, the union of in 
dependent men or bodies, consenting tn differ on what things 
they choose, in order that they may act peaceably together 
in others. It is not union, I repeat, that our Lord prays for 
from the Father, but unity; such unity as is of the Father 
and the Son ; such unity as shall make us "perfect in one," 

To that we must aspire — be the prospect of siicceaa what 
it may — to that we must aspire, if we would fulfil the will 
and ohey the voice of Christ, nay, if we have faith in Hi 
Those who separnte from the Church we may, we ought 
to, love as brethren, to entreat as hrelhren, though ihey' 
have left the common Father's jjouse. But we may n 
we dare not, deceive them, by keeping back the awful truth, 
thnt by ceasing to he in that house they cease tu have th« 
'promise, which is given to them only, who are there : " Son, 
thou art ever with me, and all that 1 have is thine." From 
our hearts will we ndd, over every wanderer who shall return 
thither, " It is meet that we should make merry, and be 
glad; for this our brother was dead, and is alive again, and 
was lost, and is found." 

The writers of the "Tracts " have largely contributed — r 
not to revive, for it was never dead, but to spread and 
streagthen, a practical tense of this our corporate character, 
us we are Christians ; to exhibit the Church not, as we 
grieve to be told by high authority that it is, merely a 
" convenient " ' phrase for " embodying the multitude who 

• It hat been aaid that we hiTB the enamplc of aur Lord him- 
»elf for thia " conyenient ■■ uae of the word " Cburch i" aiid the 
text referred to U Mutt. avi. 13: "I aay also unto thee, thou ml 
Peter, k.aA upon lhi< rock I will build my Churcli ; and the gates 
of liell shall not prevaU agiinat it." "Tlie Chureh," to which 
OUT Lord nukea thia promlne, coneeiTed in ten&R so Eolemn, is, we 
arc told, .a mere ■' conTenlDnl"" aipressiaii "(o embody the multi- 
tude who believe in Christ under one compTeheasivB term." Tbe 
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9 believe in Christ under one comprehensive term," but as 

r the designation of that body^ of which Jesus Christ himself 

i is, in some mysterious yet most true and perfect manner, 

writer proceeds as follows : — " When Jesus declared that he would 
build his Church upon a rock, and that the gates of hell should 
not preyail against it, he simply declared that there should here- 
after ever be a body of men believing in Him as the Son of God—- 
a body which Satan might assail, but should never succeed in 
destroying. He did not say thai he would set up a power upon 
earth which should possess his authority, a>ct in his steady and, as 
his vioeffejrent, dispense his anger or his favour.** And yet in the 
very same sentence our Lord says, what the writer, when he de- 
livered this comment, did not think himself called upon to notice, 
"And I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of Heaven: 
and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in Heaven, 
and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in 
Heaven." 

As little does he think it necessary to notice another passage of' 
Holy Writ which we have been accustomed to interpret as con- 
ferring some ** authority of Christ's — as empowering to act," in 
some measure, *' in his stead, and^ as his vicegerent, dispense his 
anger or his favour." I refer to John xx. 21 — 23 : " Then said 
Jesus to them again. Peace be unto you : as my Father hath sent 
me, even so send I you. And, when he had said this, he breathed 
on them, and saith unto them, Receive ye the Holy Ghost. Whose- 
soever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them ; and whose- 
soever sins ye retain, they awe retained." 

Now, if these words do not confer Christ's authority, what do 
they confer 1 Or, if it be said that their scope and efficacy ex- 
tended not beyond the persons of the Apostles, what did our Lord 
mean by his solemn declaration that he " would be with them 
always, even to the end of the world "? 

Again, what does the Archbishop mean, when he says, at the 
consecration of a Bishop, " Receive the Holy Ghost for the office 
and work of a Bishop in the Church of God, now committed unto 
thee by the imposition of our hands ; in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost''? Does he give the Holy 
Ghost by his own authority, or by Christ's, " acting in his stead '*1 

Or, lastly, when a Bishop, at the ordination of a Priest, not only 
professes to give the Holy Ghost, in the very same form, ** for the 
office and work of a Priest in the Church of God," but adds, 
nKnreover, ** Whosesoever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto 
them, and whosesoever sins ye retain, they are retained," — what 
and whose authority does he give! Is the Priest to forgive or 
retain sins of his own authority, ox \>^ ">Cci^ ^\xS3aaTv5c^ ^\ ^:!\!ks!^^ 
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Ike head. " The visible Church" iBnot a mere muiiilfidt 
it is the " ceetu^ Jidelivm " — " a congregatiou of fail 
men in which the pure Word of God is preached, and 

dctlng !□ hia 8[eail, and ta bis Ticef^ent diBpeoai 
hii favour"! 

It is not without grent reluctance that I bare referred to 11 
nnhappj' paesngasi but I have been compelled to do so. 
work in which ihey occur bos beeu produced to me bj one of 
own clergy as an aulborilj, if not a. jufitificattoa, for atnteroenil 
which I f«lt it neceaaarj to censure aa imaound. 

Tbo same writer saja, tliat " oaa of ^tbe first and most needfid 
worka of Ihe Reformers waa (o diveil the Chweh of the myttery M 
which it wai ahTOuded, and to disclose it lo the wi 
and scriptural form as the company of believers." 

If the Rcformera did this, they did what they were not wontH 
du — they eet themacltca in direct opposition to 6t. Paul. For Oiif 
Apoallf, after quoting ttom Gen. ii. 21 — 24, in which i» narrate* 
the formaliou of Evb out of Adam's aide, saya, •' T/tii t» a g — ' 
myitery; but I speak concEmiiig Christ and ike Church.''' 
other words, herein is mystically signified the forming of Ifat 
Church out of the side of Christ. For, aa "God cnueed i 
sleep to fall upon Adam, and he took one of his ribs," and made ll 
to be woman, the mother of us all naturally; ao out of the ■!' 
of Cbrjat, when, being delivered by the deteruiiuale counsel a. 
foreknowledge of God, he waa crucified and slain, the Churcb, 
the mother of oa all apirilually, waa formed. The Apostle s 
to have implied this in his leferenee, however brief, to the formv 
lion of Eve ; for he refers to i( as a type of the Church. 

And here we can hardly fail to bear in mind that part of 
the history of our Lord's death which St. John namtes u 
e«pecially worthy of our admiralion, that " one of the soldiers witli 
a spear pierced his side, and forthwith came thereout blood and 
water" — tho tioa SacramenU, St. Aoguslliie* tells us, by one of 
which the Church receives its first being, by the other its proper 
suMemmce. But, be Ihia ai it may, the A]K)stle manifeatly spealcB 
of the Church as being really and truly, however mystkally, the 
body of Christ; "for we aro members of his body," wo are "of 
hiijleih and of hit boiia •'' these words aeem ta have been added 

^ De latere in cruce pendentls, InnceS percusso, fiacramenta 
EcclesiiE profiuieruut. Aug. in Joban. Tract. 15, c. S. Our awn 
Church, in tlie office of Baplisoi, seems to imply the same : " AI. 
mighly, ever livlDg God, whose most dearly beloved Son Jeiiu 
Christ, for the forgioeneas of our aim, did ihed out of Aft Meal 
preciout aide both iratur and blood," &c. "^^^1 
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^ Sacraments are duly administered." Such is the descrip^ 
* tion of the Church in our 19th Article; agreeably to the 
'• description of it given in the Word of God. " They that 
► gladly received the Word" of Peter, bidding them to 
** save themselves from this untoward generation," the 
J world, " were baptized," " and they continued steadfastly 
in the teaching of the Apostles ; and in the fellowship, and 
in the breaking of the bread (manifestly the Bread of the 
Eucharist), and in the prayers " * — manifestly the common 
prayers of the body. For earnestly impressing this truth, 
and others connected with it, and the consequences result- 
ing from them, the writers of whom I speak appear to me 
to merit the grateful acknowledgment of true Churchmen, 
in proportion to the contumely which has been, in some 
quarters, most unsparingly showered upon them. 

3. In like manner, they have successfully laboured to 
impress the necessity and efficacy of the Sacraments ^ as the 
appointed means, in and by which Grod is pleased to impart 
the vital and saving grace of Christ. For this, also, I feel 
it fmy duty, once more, publicly to tender to them such 
thanks as it is in my power to give ; and I do so the more 
earnestly, because for this, too, they have been publicly at- 
tacked by men of learning and piety, who, in their zeal for 
a favourite theory, seem to have forgotten not only the 
claims of charity, and even justice, but also some portion of 

in order to exclude the notion of a bare figure, or metaphor ; and 
he expressly declares " This is a great mystery ;" which, there- 
fore, we shall do well to contemplate, as such, with awe and 
thankfulness, not seeking, with this author, '< to divest the Church 
of that mystery, in which " the word of God, not iminspired man, 
"has shrouded it." "Mt/^-Tw^/ot in S. S. dicitur quicquid (reli- 
giosum scilicet) est obscurum et latet; nee sine revelatione divina 
percipi potest. Matrimonium Adami et Evs mytterium dicitur, 
quia typus fuit matrimonii Christi cum Ecclesia ; et eductio Etsb 
ex latere Adae dormientis reprsesentabat eductionem et creationem 
Ecclesis ex latere Christi in cruce mortui." — Pol. Syn. in ioc, 

xfti rauf vr^offtux^^i* Act. ii. 40-4^. 
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their creed, as well as of the Articles, to which thej hiw 
Holenmly aud repeatedly subscribed. 

The same writer* whom I have just cited, one whoB 

■ He thus choracteriiea the Iwo Sucraments of the Gospel 
>'Cbri8t inBtituIed big sacraioenlB, that they who observed di«ll 
might be a, viaible body of nitnasaea to him in the world ; and tbati 
after the usual mBnner of Ihe divine operaliona, Ihere mightjx' 
known and manifest channels, in whict his apirit might flow, 
edifieatiou and comfort of belieTera." 

It ii not often, that, in ui; moderate apace, eo many cuiitrudlctiou 
uf (he doctilno of the Churcli are made, as are here crowded tog^th^ I 

into it, doubtless, by his »eal to protect the truth from wbathl 
deemed the dangerous misslatemeuta of others. 

1. Tlie Church sal's of a Sacmmeut, that it ia di&'erent in kind 
from other outward ritea, or inward commuuicatiotis of diiine grace,' 
inastauch as it ia "an outward and liaible sign of" some gpedal 
operation of Ihe Holy Spirit witliin \a — in other worda, of 'au isr, 
ward and apirituol grace given unto us." 

The writer lays, thero is nothiug sjiectal in it, sii far aa God fl 
concerned. It is only " alter the usual manner of the divine op«> 

a, The Church Baya that a Sacrament is "ordained by Chliat 
himself, aa a means whereby we receive" the grace ao given to nt 
by the Holy Spirit, and aa " a pledge to assure us tliat we receive ti 
thereby." 

The vrriter says, that it was instituted by Christ, not that any 
special grace should be thereby given or received, or any pledge of 
our reeeiving it, but merely that, " alter the usual manner of tb^ 
divine operaliona, there might be a known and manifest channel, in 
which His Spirit might Sow." 

3. Tiio Church aaya of one of the two Sacramenls, tliat, " by it," 
not only " those who receive it rightly are, aa by an inatrumonU . 
grafted into the Church," hut to them " the promiaea of the for- 
giveness of ein, and of our adoption to be the sons of God by tbtt 
Holy Ghost, are ttiMlj/ signed and seah'd." 

The writer says, that there is nothing in it, differing from " the , 
usual manner of the divine operations :" it is nothing more than 
"a known and manifest channei, in which the Holy Spirit maj 
flow," witiiuut any special promise of any special blessing annexed 
10 it. 

4. The Church says of the other Sacrament, that it is " an outward i 
» of the" wondrous •' spirit lul grace, thent)i£MwaikAjGuivBdi'.'.,| 

r redemption bs Chritt' a dtalh.'' 
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virtues and services to the Church must always entitle him 
to our affectionate respect, how much soever we may be 
compelled to differ from him, has not scrupled to insist, that 
in " speaking of justification by faith" we may not say that 
*' Baptism concurs towards our justification :" adding, that, 
in his judgment, no consistent member of the Church of 
England can hold such an opinion ; although every time he 
recites the Nicene Creed he " acknowledges one Baptism 
for the remission of sins ;" although the 2lth Article affirms, 
that " by Baptism the promises of forgiveness of sins, and 
of our adoption to be sons of God by the Holy Ghost, are 
visibly signed and sealed, faith is confirmed, and grace 
increased ;" although, too, the Homily of Salvation, which 
is declared in the 11th Article to express the doctrine of 
our Church on Justification, uses the word baptized as sy- 
nonymous with justified ;* and although the Homily *• of 
Common Prayer and Sacraments"—-one of those of which 
he has again and again acknowledged that they '' contain a 
godly and wholesome doctrine" — states " the exact signifi- 
cation of a Sacrament" to be " a visible sign^ whereunto is 
annexed the promise of free forgiveness of our sinSy and of 
our holiness and joining in Christ." Of which description 

The writer says, it is only *' after the usual manner of the diyine 
operations, a known and manifest channel, in which God's Spirit 
may flow." 

5. The Church says of the same Sacrament, that in it ** the Body 
and Blood of Christ are yerily and indeed taken and received hy 
the faithful." 

The writer says, that there is nothing in it, heyond *' the usual 
manner of the divine operations." 

6. The Church says of the two Sacraments, that they are " ge- 
nerally necessary to salvation." 

The writer says, that they are instituted only " to the edification 
and comfort of believers.** 

* " You have heard the office of God in our justification ; now 
you shall hear the office and duty of man unto God. Our office 
is not to pass the time of this present life unfruitfully and idly, 
after that we are baptized or justified.** — Homily of Sa&caA.\fiKv, 
Part iji. 
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H' i-it-Mys, "there be but two. Baptism and the Supper of tfa» 

' Lord."* 

And, in respect to the other Sacrament, another writei, 
whose work has been much applauded, euumerating a seriei 
of " fearful errors," which he lays to the charge of the TraB>. 
tariaua, numbers among them the doctrine (not only of " thf 
real presence." explained at they have explained it, but alu) 
of "the communication of our Saviour's Budy and Blood in 
the Lord's Supper;" seemingly forgetti[ig that these ytar^B 
are a transcript from an E]>istle of St. Paul.+ 

While the Sacraments are thus unhappily depreciated t^ 
good men of our own day, it is refreshing lo look back tt 
the fathers of our reformed Church, and to listen to then 
sounder teaching. Let me, then, contrast with what I ha« 
just cited from our contemporaries. Hooker's brief, b^ 
pregnant, declarations on this subject. " Sacramenta," 
says he, " are those visible signs which, in the exerc 
religion, God requireth every man to receive, as tokens of 
that saving grace which Himeelf thereby hestowedt. 
Again, after describing " Grace, as the word of God teaclir 
eth," first, " His favour and undeserved mercy towardi 

* The Homil; aacribes bo much importBncc to this its s 
TneDC of "the eiact signiScation of a Sacrament," titat it thiu 
eeeda to lest bjr it Wo other o( (he Bomiati SscTaiueuts, whEifit 
might neem to have the heat pFatension to the name : "For, althon^ 
^uolation hith the promise of forgiveness of sin, yet, by the expnM 
word of the New Teslamenl, it hath not this promise annexoi" 
tied lo the visible dga, which is imposition of hands. Foi 
vigibte sign (I mean laying on of bands) is nut expressly 
minded io the lisvr Testament to be used in absolution, i 
visible signs in Baptlsni and tha Lord's Supper are : nnd thcrafart 
Absolution is no such Sacrament ss Baptism and the Commu 
ftre. And though the ordering of ministeri hslh this visible 
and pcomise, yet it lackt thepromiae ofremiisian ttf ai'n, as all oUtff 
Sacraments besides the (wo abovu-aumed do. Therefore neilhtzfi) 
nor any otlicr sacrament else, be sucb Sacraments as Buptism ■■ 
tbe Communion are. But, in a geueral acccptiou, the name oC 
Socnment may be attributed Is atV]t!b,Vng ti^iciOj^ iiv'Wv^ 'Ci&tif,' 
•Sgaifiea." 
f 1 Cot. I. 16. 
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us;" secondly, **The bestowing of His Holy Spirit, which 
inwardly worketh ;" thirdly, " The effects of that Spirit 
whatsoever, but especially saving virtues, such as are faith, 
charity, and h6pe ;" lastly, " The free and full remission of 
all our sins :" — ^he immediately subjoins, " This is the 
Grace which Sacraments yields and whereby we are all 
justified,^** In another place he says, with express refer- 
ence to those who would so hold the doctrine of justification 
by faith only, as to derogate from the dignity and worth of 
Sacraments, " The old Valentinians held that the work of 
our restoration must needs belong unto knowledge only. . . . 
They draw very near unto this error who, fixing their minds 
on the necessity of faith y imagine that nothing but faith is 
necessary for the attainment of all grace. Yet is it a branch 
of belief y that Sacraments are, in their place, no less re- 
quired than belief itself."t 

Such is the doctrine of one who is, by common consent, 
recognised as " the judicious Hooker," in strict accordance 
with the articles and homilies of our Church. Such, too, 
is the doctrine of a no less illustrious luminary of the next 
century, Isaac Barrow. He says, "The benefits which 
God signifies in Baptism, and (upon due terms) engageth 
to confer on us, are these : first. The purgation or absolution 
of us from the guilt of past offences by a free and full re- 
mission of them — his freely justifying us,^*X 

* Hooker, B. v. App. p. 562; Keble's 2nd Edition. 

f Hooker, Ecc. Pol., v. 60. It is a curious coincidence, that 
Socinus symbolizes very strikingly with ultra-Protestants, in. his 
doctrine of baptism : for thus he writes : — 

" Vel Baptismo illi, hoc est, solemniter peract» ablutioni, pec- 
catorum Remissionem nequaquam tribuit Petrus (Act. ii. 38), sed 
totam PoenitentisB : vel, si Baptismi quoque ea in re rationem 
habuit, aut quatenus publicam nominia Jesu Christi professionem, 
earn tantummodo consideravit ; aut si ipsius etiam extemee ablutionis 
omnino rationem habere voluit, quod ad ipsam attinet, remissionis 
peccatorum nomine, non iptam remissionem •ocre, wA t««v\*««wwi 
declarationemy et obsignatumem quaud^wii V»X,^Yl«»Ju'^ — ^^icww* ^ 

t Barrow, Doctrine of Sacraments, 5^\. 
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Be such QUr teaching. Sacraments, in the fullest aul 
truest aeBBC, are not merely acts of men — acta of worship— 
sBcriRces of praise and thankBgiviiig ; they are all theit, 
but they are far more, iar higher, than all these. Their grc»t, 
their distinctive characlerifltic ia, that they are God's acta 
— applications of Gud to man — His means. His inatrumentt, 
of giving to ua that oneness with Christ, by which wesR 
saved, and wherein we stand. Uutil we teach our peopit 
thus ta think and fuel of the Sacraments, we shall halt 
left one main part of our office, as stewards of the mysteriei 
of Gad, miserably neglected. Until they shall thus thinl 
of these mysteries, they will not think of us, as it ii 
more for their benefit, than for ours, that they should alwa.;^ 
think. But when they shall be so taught, that teadbing 
will be more effectual in winning them back from the wo^ 
deringa of dissent and achiam, or in keeping them witlun 
the true fold, than all the argumenta which the wit of i 
con devise. This ia no secret tu those who, while we alejit^ 
intruded into our folds, and have laboured too succeasi 
iu eatrangicig uur flocks. They keep the Sacraments whbll} 
out of sight ; or treat them as mere ceremonies,* somctimei 
as Popish ceremnnies. For ihey are " wise in their g 
ration." They know well that, if their hearers once believA'' 
that the Sacraments are God's special means of conferrJr^" 
saving grace, they must demand. To whom is it that 06i> 
has given commission and power to minister them ? 

And here I would again press upon you, but now mofi* 
earnestly than before, t from the considerations I have jirt ' 



• I grliiva to aec the mme writer, to whom I baye tcforo referred.^ 
give (uninlentionillj, I doubt not) too mucli countenntice to this ic 
prwentHtion of SaciamEnts, b; Ma onu alteraliouor theChurchSl' 
deMTipUon of "The viaibls Cburrli," which he autei to be 
'' wngregalion of bitbful men," ia all agei and counlriaa, 
maintain in theit purity the doclrines and iiulilatioiH of the Qdi 
*' TUe (DinisltrB of this Church are those called lo serve the ui 
body ; lo perrocoi tbe preBcrihci! riCfi,'' &c. 

f At my vJaitatioQ in 1839. 
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adduced, the duly of administering the Sacrament of Bap- 
tism, as the Rubric requires, before the congregation at the 
appointed time, after the second lesson. 

You may say that your congregations will be impatient 
of such an addition to the Morning or Evening Prayer. If 
they be, you cannot need a stronger proof of the need they 
have of special instruction on this main point, the nature 
and the blessing of Christian Baptism. Depend upon it, 
that they who are impatient of the performance of that holy 
office, are miserably deficient either in Christian knowledge 
or in Christian feeling, or, too probably, in both. For if 
they understand the office, they must value it as a pregnant 
manual of Evangelic doctrine ; they must, too, rejoice to 
bear their part in it, as one of the most delightful of Chris- 
tian privileges. For, what portion of divine worship can 
delight a Christian, if he be cold, much more if he be im- 
patient, in witnessing the infant sons and daughters of those 
around him rescued from spiritual death, born again, made 
members of Christ, children of God, heirs of everlasting 
salvation ? 

The truth is — and, as we do not meet for the purpose of 
complimenting each other, you will bear with me while I 
declare it — our sad neglect in enforcing the vast importance 
of Baptism has been the cause of the carelessness of our 
people on this particular, and of the tremendous conse* 
quences of that carelessness. In the course of my present 
visitation, I have found that in many parishes, especially 
in Cornwall, the number of Baptisms has frightfully di- 
minished. This has been ascribed to the operation of the 
new Registration Act ; and I do not doubt, that such may 
have been, in many instances, the proximate cause. But 
has it been the prime, the most potential cause ? I fear 
not ; I believe not. I rather fear, I rather believe, that we 
have to reproach ourselves for suffering the people to fall 
into ignorance, and therefore into indifference, in respect to 
this first duty of Christian parents. Were it not so^tha^ 
would vot, they could not, yie\d lo t\kfc xoi^^x^JJcJv^ X.^'os^^^^^ss^ 
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Forded by a Register- office, to prevent them from.i 
cUiUlreii, under the blessing of God, tc 
the Bnuk of Life. For, aa the Church t 
certain by God's word that children, whicl 
dying before they comniit actual sin, are undt 

Let me encourage your exertion* in this most jmpi 
particular, by communicating the iruits of ilie zeal an 
duatry of one of your own body. On succeeding to 
charge of a populous parish, chiefly of ininerB, he fonndl 
lamentable and growing deficiency in the parochial 
of the baptized. What did he i" Was he satisfied 
complaining of the Registration Act? No ; he set bii 
to work in earnest, expluining to hia people what ttie bl 
ing ia, of which they were thus robbing their children- 
preached on it to those wlio would attend his 
he talked on it to those who would hear him in their hi 
he wrote and dispersed judicious tracts upon it, 
those who neither heard him at church, nor could be 
by him at home. And what was the result? At 
what I should advise you all, in such a case, to expect 
to disregard — opposition, ay, furious opposition- 
contumely, anonymous letters, tracts fat more u 
than hia own. But, before the year waa over, some 
of children, whose baptism had been superseded by 
tration, were brought to the font, in liis own and an adjoini 
parish, into which the agitation had spread, 
gations largely and steadily increased, the number of - 
communicants was multiplied threefold, of candidates i_ 
contirmation more than fourfold: hiaminiBtry washonourj 
his person respected, even offers of money were voluntai^ 
made to help to enlarge his church and erect n ch&pdij 
ease, — and all this by the very persons who, a few moai] 
before, had been the loudest in crying out aguinst him. {.ij 



But it is not merely to an increased 

' Uuliric It l)ii! end of ■' Public liapiism 
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.^before your people the nature and inestimable benefit of 
Baptism that I would invite you; I must also press the 
necessity of increased frequency of opportunities of re- 
ceiving the other sacrament in the churches of most among 

JO"- 

One communion in every month is the very least vrhich 

ought to satisfy any faithful pastor of the smallest parish. 

You will say, perhaps, that, even now, it is sometimes 
difficult, in such parishes, to retain a sufficient portion of 
■your congregation to receive the blessed Sacrament. But 
depend upon it, the number of communicants will increase 
T/fith the number of opportunities, if you both enforce the 
duty and teach them the blessedness of their communicating. 
Remind them of the awful warning of our Lord himself, 
*' Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man, and drink his 
blood, ye have no life in you." And join to that warning, 
as He in mercy joined, his wondrous promise, " Whoso 
eateth my flesh, and drinketh my blood, hath eternal life, 
and I will raise him up at the last day." Tell them, that 
whether there be, or be not, other ways of receiving that 
precious food — " the living bread which came down from 
Heaven," " the Bread of Life" — this blessed Sacrament is 
the way, the only way, specified by our Lord himself. Tell 
them, whatever be the clamour with which such teaching is 
assailed, whatever be the names — Papists, or whatever else 
by which you may be called — ^tell them the truth, as de- 
clared by Christ, and preached by St. Paul, and as you 
have yourselves solemnly engaged to preach : tell them, 
without *^ reserve," that " the bread and wine which the 
Lord hath commanded to be received " is the outward sign 
of " the body and blood of Christ, which " (we know not 
how J for God hath not seen fit to show us kow) '* are verily 
and indeed taken and received by the faithful in the Lord's 
Supper." That " the bread, there broken, is the com- 
munion to us of the body ; the cup of blessing, which is 
there blessed, is the commimion of the blood of Christ :" 
that " we thereby are made onernXJa. CXvtviXy^!^ ^C>ns>^ 
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witli 113," nnd bo are blessed with all the benefits which . 
from that wondrous union. Make them know, esperinu^l 
ally know, that such is the heavenly bleaaing of that Sacn- 
ment; as our Article tescheth, it is " a Sacrament ofga 
Redemplion hy Christ's death," to all who receive it in I*- 
nitenee, in faith, in thank I'u In ess, in charity. 

Make them nho know (not experimentally know, Qf4 
forbid !) what it is to " eat and drink unworthily ;" th^^^ 
is to eat the aaeramentftl bread and drink the wine, 
discerning Ihe Lord's body," not considering that it is not 
common liread and wine which ie there ofl'ered, but 
Body and Blood of Christ; and that they who do eft 
without diBceniing thi?, eat and drink damnation to thei^- 
aelves. Soften not the word, as some men venture to 
it, as I have myself heard it softened, and have been Gpn- 
pelled openly to correct him who softened it. The Cbqnli 
hath, in the Liturgy, given its own interpretation of Sf- 
Paul's word — un interpretation which, the more closely tbe 
passage he considered, will, I think, be deemed the more 
certainly to be sound. But 1 speak not of 
of the passage; I solemnly remind you of the sense which 
the Church has put upon it. 

4. Ob this matter of the Sacraments, I am thankfiiL to 
the writera of the Tracts for the stimulus which they tifw* 
given to us : und with the expression of this feeling I \v91lU 
gladly close what I have to say of them. But so great aqd 
general an excitement has prevailed respecting one of .thi 
— the last of the series — thai I might seem to shrink froip 
avowing my opinion of it, if I were altogether silent. ,V« 
to speak at all of a production, whose matter is ao ini4ld-' 
fariouB, will render it necessary to go rather more into, 4b. 
tail, than may well accord with this occasion, after so muidi 
which has been already, and still remains to be, said. Bait 
with me, however, I entreat you, while I tres\iaaa & Mttjfs 
on your patience, in conaideiauon at l\\e 6eBW.Q4 ■«\iic\i. -i^ 
public voice secius to have made oiy >.\ie Viit^itt-^a, Sot \S)tfq 
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judgment on a Tract, which has excited a wider and deeper 
interest, than any other within our remembrance. 

That it is the last of the series, is itself a matter of much 
satisfaction, for, undoubtedly, these Tracts were creating 
an unwholesome agitation — ^an agitation which was driving 
the writers into excesses, of which, perhaps, in the full ex- 
tent, they were themselves unconscious ; and at the same 
time, were producing the usual ejOfect of all extreme courses 
— the generating of equal excesses, on the part of others, 
in an opposite direction. 

That it is the last, is also, on another account, both satis- 
factory and worthy of much praise. The discontinuance of 
these publications proves that, with the writers, a deference 
to Church authority is more than an empty name. It is 
not with their lips, or with their pens alone, that they have 
set forth the duty of frank and ingenuous submission to the 
judgment of their bishop. A single request from him, 
founded on his view of what was best for the peace of the 
Church, sufficed to silence them. 

But here commendation from me must cease. The tone 
of the Tract, as it respects our own Church, is oflFensive and 
indecent ; as it regards the Reformation and our Reformers, 
absurd, as well as incongruous and unjust. Its principles 
of interpreting our Articles I cannot but deem most un- 
sound ; the reasoning with which it supports its principles, 
sophistical ; the averments on which it founds its reasoning, 
at variance with recorded facts. 

Having thought it right to avow this opinion, it is my 
duty to state the grounds on which I have formed it. 

1 . On the first particular, indeed, the language of the 
Tract respecting our Church, it cannot be necessary to say 
much. Does it become a son of that Church — a minister 
at its altar — a pious and faithful minister, as I fully believe 
him to be— one who has been wont to set forth in high 
terms the duty of reverence for the Church in general — does 
it become such a man to jeer at the particular CKvucVl\s\. 
which Crod^a providence Ixaa pWe^ Vaa. — Xa XjSW^x \a 
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" sit still — to work in ciiaiiis— to submit I 
feetions as a punishment — to go ou teaching with the 
mering lips of ambiguous furmularies, and incoDaietent 
precedenlB, and principles but partially developed ?"* 

2. Or, again, is it consistent, I will not say with decenl 
respect for the inemory of confessOTs and the blood of 
martyrs, but with due thankfiilness to Almighty God, for 
enabling our forefathers to rescue this Church and 
from the usurped dominion, the idolatrous worship, the 
corrupt and corrupting practices, to which they had been 
so long enthralled— ia it, I ask, consistent with a due sense 
of that inestimable benefit — is it even in accordance with 
the dictates of common sense, to urge aa a reason for an 
inert and sluggish acquiescence in prevailing corruptions 
(manifestly pointing at our own Reforraalion) — that 
ligious changes, to be beneficial, should be the act of the 
whole body; they are worth littie if they arc tlie mere act 
of a majority ? No good can come of any chiinge which ii 
not heartfelt — a development of feelings springing up freely 
and calmly within the bosom of the whole body itself," 
When did the Church witness any such reformation? 
How, without a miracle, could it be accomplished ? Was 
the planting of the Gospel itself, that greatest of " reU^oui 
changes," thus peaceably and quietly accomplished? 

" Moreover, a change in theological teaching invoWti 
either the commission or the confession of sin : it is eitlker 
the profession or renunciation of erroneous ductririe; and if 
it does not succeed in proving the fact of past guilt, it, ipo) 
facto, implies present." 

Surely, the eume plea might be urged against all change 
of life and manners. But it is idle to argue against state- 
ments which were not designed for argument, but ftr 
scoffing. Let me only ask with what grace can this writer 
reprobate all " changes, good in themselves, which are the 
fruits, not of the quiet corivicllon ot aU, Wi lA \,W 
tSc, of a few"? What have \it aiiAV\a ckiaiS!iMVora \w«sj 

" Tracla for the Tiraas, 'No. 90, IMioiicV^oo. ' 
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doing during the last seven years ? Have they been back- 
ward in promoting ^* a change in theological teaching "? 
Have they waited for " a development of feelings spring- 
ing up freely and calmly within the bosom of the whole 
body itself"? 

3. But it is time to look at the frindfles of interpreting 
the Articles, which it seems to be the chief aim of the 
tract to establish and carry out. The first of them is thus 
set forth by the author himself, in the professed explana- 
tion of his own views : — *' Whereas it is usual at this day 
to make the particular belief of the writers of the Articles 
their true interpretation ; I would make the belief of the 
Catholic Church such,^^ Again, " I would say, the Articles 
are received not in the sense of their framers, but (as far as 
the wording will admit, or any ambiguity requires it) in 
ike one Catholic seme.^^* 

I am not aware of having before heard of that principle 
of interpreting the Articles, which he says is ttsual, namely, 
" the belief of the writers of the Articles," though that 
belief may be admitted as an aid in explaining terms or 
propositions which are not in themselves plain: I would 
rather say that the usual, as well as the only sound, prin- 
ciple of interpreting them, is to understand them in the sense 
in which he, who subscribes, has sufficient reason to know 
that they are understood by the authority, which imposes 
the subscription — in other words, by the legislature, both 
the civil and the ecclesiastical legislature; for both have 
alike imposed it. The civil legislature, indeed, or parlia- 
ment, we may well believe, has intended that they be under- 
stood in the sense of the ecclesiastical or Convocation ; 
and, as no different sense has been put upon them by any 
subsequent parliament or Convocation (though both have 
subsequently renewed the requisition of Subscription), we 
may fairly look back to the sense of the Convocation of 
1511, which must have been the sense of Parliament in the 

* Letter to Dr. JeVi^-^.^^, 



eame year, wheu buth legiHlaturcs, fur the first time, im- 
posed the duty of Subscription. 

Now the Convocation of that year, in the very canon* 
which imposed subscription to the Articles, tells ub what !■ 
the sense which they were designed to bear, namely, ffe 
Catholic sense ; for, ae it there enjoins " preachers to teach 
nothirig to be religiously liolden or believed but what w 
agreeable to the doctrine of the Old and New Testametil^ 
and h^ been collected out of the same £'/ ike Catholic 
falliers and ancient bishops," it must be considered as fbt" 
lowing its own rule in putting forth a book of Articles "ton 
the establishing of consent touching true religion ;" and iC 
is as a security for the observance of this rule, that sub*^ 
Bcriptiou to the Articles is required, " which ArticleB," it 
proceeds to say, "have been collected out of Scripture, and 
agree in all points with the heavenly doctrine therein con-'' 

If this statement esEerl.s the very principle propounded ia 
the tract, namely, that the Articles are to be understood itt 
the Catholic sense, it will, nevertheless, be found on con- 
sideration to be utterly irreconcilable with the ajiplication 
of that principle, as contended for in the tract : for it ii 
there maintained, that any man will satisfy the duty incurred' 
in subscribing the Articles, if he assents to them, not ini 
their plaiu, and obvious, and grammatical sense, but in' 
that aense which he, of jiis own mere opinion, shall deter- 
mine to be "Catholic ;" whereas the canon shnws that thfl 
plain, and obvious, and grammatical, is also the Catholic 
sense; and the preacher or minister who shall adopt any 
other sense, as the Catholic, does, in trutli, prefer his o*n 
privale judgment on the jioint to the declared judgment of 
the Church synodically assembled — a procedure as uncatholic 
and scliismatical as can be well imagined. > 

1 might insist on other objections to tbcif principle, b«t> 
thej have been so aidy urged, especially by Dr, Elriagton, 
HegiuB Profesior of Divinity in ihe Vj\u\MsiJ.^ o^ Xlv^JCtn, 

* " Conciontttotea." 
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that I content myself with referring you to what he has 
said. ^ • 

4. I turn therefore to another, and practically the most 
mischievous, of the principles set forth in the Tract. 

It is there held, that " our Articles were not directed 
against the Decrees of Trent^ because they were written 
before those Decrees ;" — that " the Decrees, in their mere 
letter, do not express that authoritative teaching of Rome 
which is condemned by the Articles ; — that senses short of 
this doctrine will fulfil the letter of the Decrees ; — and that 
the censures contained in the Articles have a sufficient object, 
though the Decrees of Trent, taken by themselves, remain 
untouched." 

All this, and much more to the same effect, is manifestly 
designed to show that there is nothing in our Articles incon- 
sistent with tlie letter of the Decrees of Trent ; — that those 
Decrees, and the Articles, may be held together by the same 
person. 

As this is by far the most daring attempt ever yet made 
by a minister of the Church of England to neutralize the 
distinctive doctrines of our Church, and to make us sym- 
bolize with Rome, I shall be excused if I detain you for a 
few minutes in unravelling the web of sophistry, which has 
been laboriously woven to cover it. 

It rests mainly, as has been said, on the allegation, that 
the Articles were of a date anterior to the Decrees of Trent 
— an allegation, having just that measure of truth which 
will enable it most effectually to deceive. 

In the Statutes and Canons, the Articles are described as 
'^ Articles agreed upon in the Convocation holden at London 
in the year 1 562 :'* whereas the Council of Trent did not 
hold its last Session, nor put forth its last Decree, till De- 
cember in 1563. 

ITiis is the face of facts and date& mQ«»\. i!KSQN«'ai^^ \a ^^ 
asBertion in the Tract. 
Now let us see to what it xeaU^ «rcLO\rQXA. ^tV^ C^xc^^ 
cation of 1562 is so called accoidm^ Xo \X\«. OV^'^'^'^^- 



commenced its bittingR in the month of January of theycu 
which would now be called 1563; and it continyed lo til 
till the month of June, jiist six months before the concliisinn 
of the Council of Trent. In the course -of those six monthi 
how many Decrees were made by the Council on the poinB 
Gondemiied in our Articles? One, only one; includii^, 
indeed, all the matter dealt with in the 22nd Article ; a 
article, it must be admitted, relating to several importarl 
particulars. Such is the amount of all (hat can be Iioue 
stated in fiivour of the writer's allegation ; but even 
would give a very inadequate view of the weakness of faiB 
case. For, although the Articles, having been in the i 
settled by the Convocation of 1562, are always designated 
as the Articles of that Synod, yet they were not then per- 
numenUy aai finally concluded. 

The Convocation of 15T1 reconsidered them, with a vMir 
to a final settlement, and made alterations in tbem (of mo 
great moment indeed) before it authorised their publication 
in English; — and, what is more important, before it made 
the Canon requiring Subscription. It was to the Article* 
so corrected, not as they were left by the Synod of 1563, 
that the Statuteof 13 ElizabeOi requires Subscription; (or 
it expressly Bpec)fie9"the Book of Articles put forth by the 
Queen's authority," — which was true of the English BOAfc 
of 1511 only. 

Subsequently, on the accession of King James, because 
towards the close of the preceding reign Subscription to the 
Arlicles had been made by many, with such limitations or 
qualiBcatiuns as materially aifected its value, as a Test of 
Unity of Doctrine ;— the Synod holden at London in 160S 
(after " having, upon a publique readinge and deliberate 
considerasion of the said Articles, willingly and with one 
accorde consented and subscribed") provided by its 36tli 
Canon a more precise and stringent formula, by which every 
one who subscribes, professes to believe " all and every of 
the Articles to be agreeable to the Word of God." j 

Here then we might leave the case, apijaxend'^ wtlwnit J 
a shadow of pretence for the allegation, tYiai»" -wVeiea* X^mJ 



31 

Articles wer6 written* before the Decrees of Trent, they were 
not directed against those Deerees." 

* And yet, I fear that in the word vyritten (not the most obvious, 
nor the most proper, to be used on such an occasion, if no ulterior 
object were in yiew) a miserable shift has been provided ; I fear 
that it may be intended to say, that the Articles, though not adopted 
in Synod till 1563, were, in the main, written ten years before ; for 
they were drawn up by Cranmer, and first submitted to a Synod in 
1552. This is true ; but, instead of aiding the writer's argument, it 
wHl be found, when duly considered, absolutely feital to it : for it 
will prove, that the Articles, cls they now standi have, and always 
had, especial reference to the doctrine of Trent. 

What might be thought of Cranmer's Articles, if they had been 
adopted in their original form, is not the question: they were 
altered in several particulars by the Convocation of 1562, and the 
principal alterations were manUestly designed to strengthen their 
opposition to the decrees of that Council. For instance, the 5th 
Article of 1552, entitled ** The Doctrine of Scripture is sufficient to 
Salvation," deals with this point only; it declares not what is 
meant by «* Holy Scripture," But the 6th Article of 1562 and 1571, 
having the very same title, distinguishes *<the Ccmonical Books, 
of whose authority was never any doubt in the Church,-' from the 
others, *' which it doth not apply to establish Doctrine ;" enume- 
rating the Books of each class, in direct opposition to the Trident^ 
Catalogue* 

Again, the 26th Article of 1552, «0f the Sacraments," speaks of 
Baptism and the Supper of the Lord, not saying a word on the other 
Bomish Sacraments. But the 25th of the Articles as they now stand, 
having the same title, directly attacks the Tridentine enumeration of 
seven Sacraments of the new Law ; denying, that five of them are 
Sacraments of the Gospel, or have the same nature of Sacraments, as 
Baptism and the Supper of the Lord. 

Again, the Articles of 1552, ** Of Free Will," and "Of the Justifi- 
cation of Man,'" were enlarged in those of 1562, with an espebial 
eye to the language of the Decrees of Trent, and in opposition; to 
them. 

One of the Articles of 1562, that <<0f both kinds,*' was wholly 
new, and directed against a Decree of Trent which had been made 
only a few months before. 

But even Cranmer's Articles, those of 1552, thcrugh, in Ihe 
particulars which I have just stated, they are less pointedly^' or* 
less fully, directed against the Tridentine Doctrine, do yet mani- 
festly apply to it. For it is a great mistake to suppose, thjit even 
these "Articles were toritten before XVia Btcx^e^ ^^'^t^oJsc?" "^^ 
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Ijit if this be so, ihe otiier and much more important, 
lle^tion, that the Decrees, t^ken by thcniEelvea, in theiiTi 
mere letter, du not express the Romish doctrine, which pifr 
Articles condemn^ and, conaeriuently, that siibscriptioii.to 
ihe Articles is not incompatible with adiiereoce to the. 
Decrees, — loses, at once, its best support. And thus perhaya 
we might be excused Itom more minute esamioatioii of.it: ^ 
Still, it cannot be an useless labour to show the utter waat , 
of all foundation whatever for sodungcrous a position. For^,, 
as 1 hardly need to aay, whether true or false, it involves, tlic, 
whole question between ua and Rome, Those Decreea 
combine, avowedly combine, the whole system of RomUh 
Doctrine, peculiarly so called. They compose the Shibbp- , 
leth of Rome. The Creed of Pius IV., formed upon them, 
and litde else than a brief epitome of them (appended to the 
Creed of the Catholic Church, in defiance of the Canons of 
the General Couucilsof Ephesus end Chalcedon), is required 
to be explicitly held and maintained not only by every 
Romish Pastor, but also by every convert who is received 
into communion with Rome. Too much care, therefbrp, 
cannot be used, in warning every member uf our OWB 
Church, especially, I may be allowed to say, after recent 
unhappy experience, the younger of our Clergy, against all ^ 
approach to eu fearful and unhallowed a conjunction.* 

1 have done with the Tract. Let me only add, that 1 
wish and hope the intention of the writer, as declared by 

fnr is it oLhcrwise, lliat of the Decrees, Blmosl all wliich relate to 
particulars condemned in our Articles, were made before lie end 
or 1351, and before the luspenaiDn of tbe BeiaionB of the Cooncil 
(which suspetision luted fraui 15S2 to 1S63). The onl; excep- 
tiona are tlie Decrees " Oa Communion in bath kinds;" "On 
the Bacriflce df Ihe Msia ;" and " On Purgatory, Indulgences,'' 
Ac, Of tliese the tiro former, Ihougli ifler tba renewal of the 
Council's Sessions, were made before the Synod of London in 
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himself, may protect him from the severity of censure which 
the Tract itself deserves. He wrote it, he tells us, '* to do 
all he could to keep members of our Church from straggling 
in the direction of Rome :"* and he accounts for the sensa* 

• 

tion it has excited, by saying that " what was addressed to 
one set of persons has been used and commented upon by 
another.** He adds, that '' consciousness how strongly he 
had pledged himself in other writings against Rome, made 
him quite unsuspicious of the possibility of any sort of mis- 
understanding arising out of his statements in it." 

Be it so. Let him have all the benefit to which this ex- 
planation, and still more his high character, may entitle him. 
But let it not be thought invidious, if I say, that, as the 
policy pursued in his Tract is most discordant with the 
principles, and happily with the practice, of our Church, it 
cannot be matter of surprise, that the adverse feeling pro- 
voked by it has more than neutralized, in many dispassionate 
minds, the high estimation of him which former services 
had justly acquired. 

And now, as the publication of the Tracts has ceased, let 
us hope that the excitement caused by them may cease also ; 
that the Church may peaceably benefit by the testimony to 
its own principles which has been ably borne in some of 
them — free from the errors which characterise others — free, 
too, from the extravagances, the puerile but most mischiev- 
ous extravagances, which have in some places marked the 
practice of their disciples. It is gratifying to believe, that 
in this diocese the favour, with which many of the clergy 
have regarded these publications, has not been, in any one 
instance, thus disgraced. 

III. While the recent excitement was at its height, loud 
calls were made on the bishops, from many quarters, for 
their formal and united judgment on the doctrine of the 
Tracts. Whether the occasion demanded sviclv «. Y^4sg»RS5^. 

"* Letter to Dr. 3e\t, ^.11. 
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from UB, or not, it ia a sufficient reason for our not having 
given it, that we have not legally the power to meet for Buch 
a purpose. 

But this, in conjunction with many other conaideratioM, 
forces upon ue the question, whether it ib right — whether it 
is consistent with (I will not aay the honour, but) the u 
the aafety, the constitution, of au unmutilated branch of Hit 
Catholic Church, to Le kept without the means of Bynodical 
action. 1 say without the means ; for, while we are Eyetein- 
atieallj restrained from using the means which iw thegn 
we poasess, we are as much without them, as a maniac in a 
strait waistcoat ia without his arms. 

Whether the conduct of either House of Convocation, a 
hundred and thirty years ago, justified or required the b 
porory suspension of its sittings, is a question of historyi 
into which we need not enter. But, be that question i 
Bwered or not, tliere is another, in which we are too much 
interested to decline answering it. Does the conduct of 
Convocation, at that time, justify or excuse the closing of 
ita doors for ever to everything; but ihe idlest furmalitiea ? 
I should as soon say, that the uaurpationa of the Long Ptur- 
liament would have justified subsequent Sovereigns, if thej 
could do without Parliaments, in never calHnganother. 
luckily, the temporal government can du without c 
tions, since they have relinquished the invidious power ■ 
taxing the clergy ; and, therefore, these assemblies have 
fallen into desuetude and almost oblivion. But let us he 
just. This is not the fault of the Government, but of the 
Church. Can any one of us doubt, that, if at any period 
after the original causes of jealousy had ceased lo operate, the 
Church had represented to the Government the necessity of 
its meeting in Synod, from time to time, for some of the 
most important of its sacred tiinctiona — can we, I say, doubt, 
that, if the Church had thus discharged its duty to itself, 
aad, I will venlure lo add, to ita D'winc ttew4,\aB%\«!X]Q«i 
ibis time the ban must have been Va.\teiv oS'? Esiiws. s&: 
can H e doubt that, if such a tpv' ewWaUon -««« iiAiK.** 
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to the throne of thia realm — while it ia filled as, we ihank 
God, it now is— it would meet the moat gracious and fa- 
vourable reception ? 

Id aayitig this, I am confident that I am not outstepping 
the course prescribed hy the occasion. The periodical 
meetings of the clergy are, in these daya of improved Church 
feeling and intelligence, regarded with deep interest by the 
laity, who are (as I am sure you will join me in aaying) the 
jreat body of the Chureh. Whatever, on these occaaiona, 
IB delivered from such a chair, as that which I here occupy, 
is sure of receiving more than the attention intrinsically due 
to it, from veneration for the office, however unworthily 
filled. The laity, then, have a right to hear from their 
bishops, what they feel to be the wants and neceasities of 
the Church, lu numbering the want of synodal meeting:: 
as one of the must crying, I am not speaking on my own 
solitary judgment. It is a want, which, in generation after 
geoeratiou, and year after year, thehest friends of the Church 
have not ceased, with growing urgency, to deplore. It is 
now four or five years, since the Archbishop of Dublin (I 
speak it to hia honour) zealously and ably pressed the matter 
on the attention of the House of Lords. Other very high 
authorities supported bis view, and not a voice was heard 
against it. Have things since that time changed their na- 
ture? Is that no longer a want, which naa then by ail un- 
reservedly admitted ? Has experience since shewn, that 
the deliberations of the Church, on concerns which specially 
interest it, are uuneceaaary ? Would the legislation, which 
has taken place on such matters, have been worse — at any 
rale would it have been less satisfactory — if it hud been pre- 
pared in some such council, aa must have deUberated upon 
them, in any Church, which, being entire in constitution, is 

It ia said, indeed, that Convocation ia nut such a body, 

aa is suited lo synodal proceedings ; thatit, iHsa-ft^t^wss^^^-^ 

. ' ConstJMited for a synod ; a.nd l\iB.t. t\\t ^ito^efct o'- ■^-'^^sl ^°*^ 

U/'ttortrfoped aources of very arute ift^t^n^tfe 'uixtw.-P'^ ^'^^ "-^ 

iaaitil.iu. . j 
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constitution. — If so, it may be altered, and brought nearer 
to the model u( the primitive Church, with such modifica- 
tions, as the existing slate of things may demand. Surely, 
it must be as safe to trust Convocation with ihe task of re- 
forming its own const it u lion, as it has been found to trust 
other bodies in a similar work; and be it remembered, that 
the supremacy of the Crown, dutifully acknowledged by our 
Church even in its Articles, would be at all times ready to 
prevent or repress the mischiefs, which might arise from any 
exorbitant or unwise proceeditigs of auch a body. 

One of tiie immediate benefits resulting from this measure 
would probably he, to better adapt the Canons of the Church 
to our present condition ; and thus to enable the ecclesiaa- 
tical courts to administer the ecclesiastical law more betieS- 
cially to all who have recourse to them. 

Again : such a synod might perhaps be permitted, if Dot 
to devise a more satisfactory tribunal of appeal, than now 
exists, in all causes involving questioux of the doctrine of 
the Church ; at least to supply to such a tribunal some better 
means, than it now possesses, of knowing what thai doctrine 
is. As the matter now stands, the Judicial Committee of 
Privy Council, consisting of laymen (very learned, indeedj 
but in another faculty), is the court of ultimate resort, on 
questions of doctrine, which must often arise in ecclesiastical 
Causes— even on those, on which the Church not only hi- 
therto has been silent, but also is not allowed an opportu- 
niCy of pronouncing. In such cases, there lay judges are 
obliged to pick their course as they can, through ways 
which they often find very rough and very tangled. 

True it is, that by a recent law it is enacted, that in every 
appeal to this court, in a cause of criminal proceed- 
ing against a clergyman below the rank of bishop, some 
one archbishop, or bishop, being a member of the Privy 
Council, must be present as a member of the Committee, 
vien the appeal is heard ; but in aU otVier caMses — W \m- 
ilance, in a charge of heresy onainrt a. \a'jTO.vvn, ot exta 
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against a bishop — the court has not the assistance of a soli" 
tarj bishop. 

Am I very wrong in thinking, that the constitution of 
such a court, for such a purpose, does not bear the stamp 
of absolute wisdom ?— that it may admit of some improve- 
ment? Am I even wrong in suggesting, that, in this par- 
ticular at least, the much-despised wisdom of our ancestors 
will bear comparison with this, one of the latest products of 
modem legislation? 

When Henry VIII. rescued the imperial crown of Eng- 
land from its long and disgraceful thraldom to Rome, the 
moist important of all his measures was the Statute of Ap- 
peals^-^that great law, which defines and describes the con- 
stitution of this realm more expressly, and more closely, 
than any other act in the statute-book. In vindicating the 
inherent right of the Crown " to render and yield justice, and 
final determination, to all manner of folk within this realm," 
it says that, " when any cause of the law divine happened 
to come in question, or of spiritual learning, that part of 
the said body politic, called the Spiritualty, always hath 
been reputed, and also found — both for knowledge, integrity, 
and sufficiency of number — meet of itself, without the in- 
termeddling of any exterior persons, to declare and determine 
all such doubts, and to administer all such offices and 
duties, as to their rooms spiritual do appertain." 

It therefore limited the cognizance of spiritual matters to 
spiritual persons, giving to the archbishops jurisdiction in 
the last resort. 

In the following year, as the growing jealousy of Rome 
made the legislature distrust the bishops and clergy, the 
ultimate cognizance of all such Causes was given to the 
king, as supreme head of the Church, to be exercised by 
commission^ without any limitation of persons for the royal 
choice. But though, at a time when the clergy were genc'- 
rally suspected of a secret affection to the i^^^^V ^\iS3wjs^>te^^ 
it might have been advisable X\i\ia Ao\^v?«i\a^^^^K^»%'*' 

* 24 Hen, Till. 



pQwer of appointing delegates out of the temporalty, yet, 
i(i fact, as Gibaou* asaurea us, there are do footsleps of any 
of the nobility or commim-law judgea being appointed liH 
the year 1604 (seventy years after the erecting of the 
court); tier from that time are they found in above one 
commiation in forty, till the year 1639, when ajl eccleai- 
aetical, especially episcopal, authority began to be contu- 
mdiously struck at. Still, even in the beginning of the 
last century, when Gibson compiled hia codex, the number 
of Uy judges bore only a fair and wise proportion to ibt 
■piritual, Tlie proportion, however, gradually increased j 
till at length it seems to have been regarded as useleas, to 
ubaerve even the semblance of consideration oflhe»piiiM- 
olty in adjudicating on appeal in gpirituul CauBca. |d 
1833, the Judicial Committee of Privy Cimncil was made 
the court of ultimate appeal in all such Causes, of whieh 
court not a single spiritual peraou was constituted a 
member. 

IV. In a Cause, which has recently excited more than 
ordinary interest throughout the lund, by reason of the great 
theological and spiritual queations which were mixed up' in 
it, final judgment was given by an en-Lord Chancellor, an 
ex-Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Plea*, a 
Puisne Judge of the same court, and the Judge of the High 
Court of Admiralty — four men of high character and very 
high ailainmenta, but not exactly such, as any one man in 
tlie realm would have. selected, to ventilate the qnesiioiiB, 
which they, whether necessarily or unnecessarily, connected 
with the ]>oint they had to decide. 

Of that Judgment, you will not suspect me of any in- 
clination to speak with disrespect; fox it does, in truth, 
confirm and sanction the view, which 1 have been in the 
habit of stating to those among you, who have, from time to 
time, applied to me for a solution of their doubts, in respect 
n> the barial of infanta baptized b^ "WtAe^ttm, "ft' a^itWa. 
.♦ Gibwa'a Codes, Io>^- D\bc. « 



39 

extraneous matters, on which the learned judges thought 
fit to put forth their opinions, are of too grave importance 
to the Church, to be carelessly heard, or lightly passed 
over : and this alone is a sufficient reason for a bishop say- 
ing something on them to his clergy. Moreover, I appre- 
hend, that the effect of the Judgment itself is commonly 
very much misconceived ; and therefore it is desirable that 
you should be informed what it really is. It amounted to 
no more than this,, that " a minister may not refuse to bury, 
with the office of the Church, the corpse of an infant bap- 
tized by a layman** 

As the court stated, " nothing turned upon any sugges- 
tion of heresy or schism ; the alleged disqualification was 
the want of holy orders in the person ministering." 

Now, this consideration must very much mitigate any 
alarm, which the Judgment, before it was understood, may 
have excited within the Church — as well as abate some- 
what of the tone of triumph, with which it is said to have 
been hailed out of the Church. In the case decided, the 
deceased infant had been baptized by a Wesleyan teacher ; 
of whom it was not said, in the allegation of the defendant, 
that he was either heretic or schismatic. Of course, there- 
fore, the court regarded him as neither one nor the other. 
Had schism been pleaded, as affecting the efficacy of the 
baptism, the court must have noticed it. Whether such a 
plea would have altered the Judgment, it would be pre- 
sumptuous in me to conjecture. It is enough to say, that 
the Judgment left this very important point -just where it 
was. It only decided, I repeat, that a minister is bound to 
bury an infant^ who had been baptized by a layman. It 
did not so much as decide, that he is bound to bury an adult, 
who, having been so baptized, had never sought to have 
the deficiencies of his baptism duly supplied. Thid point 
would sti]l remain undecided, even though the layman ad- 
ministering baptism, withoxit «v3iOAQt\\73, ^«fc \ijiKfiis^&. "^ 
member of the Church. 
But much graver queslion^ Tciaalvii. N^V^'^v^ '^^ ^ 
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of Bapiiem adiriiuiBtered out of the C/ii/rch, that is, by he- 
retics or BchisTnaticfi? Though sufficient to rentier rebap- 
tizaiiun unlawful, does it confer all that Baptism in tiHi 
Church confers? I a^ieak not now of ihe Bpiritiml grace of 
that blessed Sacrament, though much, very mucli, here 
preaaes on our thoughts ; hot I speak not now of this most 
interesting poiot — it is somewhat foreign to our subject, 
which is confined to external privileges. Does the Baptism 
of adults by heretics or schismatics give lo the baptized — 
does avch B«ptism even of infanU give to them, icAen the 
iiije of infancy shall be past, admission into the Catholic 
Church, a tide to its communion, participation in its priri- 
jeges 7 If it does not, what is necessary to supply its de- 
ficiencies? 

These are questions which iimst, I apprehend, he se- 
riously considered, and satiafactnTily answered, before any 
suber judge will venture to decide, that a minister is hound 
to use the office of burial over the body of one baptized by 
a lieietic or schismatic, who shall have continued to \ivt\ ' 
and died, an adult out 'jf communion with the Church. Yet ' 
the possihility of any such questions seems scarcely to httve 
presented itself to either of the two courts, which pronounced 
the Judgment in the late case. If it had, tljey must have 
ahstniiied from usiug words, somewhat larger than the oc- ' 
caaion called for ; words, which may mislead the unwary 
into a belief, that they have decided qaestiuns, which do, 
Iruth, lemaia untouched; in pailicular, they would 
liave intimated, that, if unlawful Baptism is valid so fur 
to make rebaptiifation unlawful, it is fully and completely' 
valid to all effecls whatever. 

But as such a conclusion can be drawn only from their 
Tcasniiimj, not from the Judi;mcnt, it is fairly open to cun- 
troveriy. I, therefore, scruple not to affirm, 1 hat, should 
such ever he the decision of any court, it will be contrary 
(I do not say to the ecclesiastical kw of this land, for of 
i/iac I'c would be presumptuous in me to speiV iW* 
deatiy, but) to the unUorra doctrine of l^ie iprraMtl-ie ■' 
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to the decrees of councils, to the whole Btream of authorMe$; 
respecting the effect of heretical and schismatical Baptism^ 
inqluding the most eminent of those writers, on whom both, 
courts relied for the soundness of their own dicta on this ■ 
point 

I will. mention only one, but one who, in such a matter, is 
insiar omnium — I mean the incomparably learned Bingham* 
I refer to him the more readily, because he has never be«i?. 
esteemed too high a churchman. — He is cited both by the 
learned Judge of the Arches, and by the court above, as an 
auil^prity for the validity of unlawful Baptism. And, 
without all doubt, he asserts its validity. But does he assert 
its sufficiency ? So far from it, that, although he was one 
of those who in the great controversy, which took place a 
hundred and thirty years ago— that very controversy to which 
both courts referred as of much importance to their reason- 
ing—though Bingham was among those who then main- 
tained the validity of Schismatical Baptism against Law- 
rence, Brett, Waterland, and others, yet he admitted, or 
rather he shewed, by a most elaborate research into the 
history of all ages of the Church, that such Baptism, though 
valid EO far as to preclude rebaptization, had yet very great 
deficiencies ; that it gives not spiritual grace, nor remission 
of sins ; nay, that it does not give (what is more to our im- 
mediate purpose) actual admission into the Church, nor an 
actual right to Church privileges ; though it gives a right to 
claim admission into the Church, and to its privileges, on sub- 
mitting to the due course for having its deficiencies supplied, 
— which was by imposition of hands, and invocation of the 
Holy Spirit, upon repentance, and return to the Catholic 
Church. He further says, " The rules and the practice 
of the Church of England for these last two hundred 
years " (he wrote a hundred and thirty years ago) " are 
clear : no rule was made that such as were not baptized 
by a lawful minister should be rebaT^lvZi^^ WLXj^K^^^t^ 
required to recei^fe the bishop's coiA^txaaXSaxv, «rw^ ^^"^ 
wem, , udmitt^d to the Eucharist and tKe -p^xix^e^^ ^ 
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Christian burial, neither of which were allowed to unbap- 
tized persons."* 

When fiuch is the language of the highcBt authority which 
can be produced, I think I shall nut be going too far iii 
saying that the point really decided has left tlie preteneioni 
of heretics and echiBmnticB to confer, by their baptism, a 
right of burial by the miniBters of the Church, very ques- 
tionable at the utmost, if indeed questionable. 

True it is, that the Court of Arches did propound, and in 
very decided terms, an opinion the very coiilrary to this 
conclusion of Bingbara'a. Il said, " Nothing can be molt 
clear, from the whole history of the Churcb, from its very 
early ages, or at least from the time when St. Augustine 
flourished in the fourth and fifth centuries, down to the 
time of the Reformation, and from that time down to tbt 
year 1*712, than that the baptism of persons who were 
baptized by aay person, other ilian a lawful minister, WM 
considered to be valid and sufflcieTil."-\ —This is etrong 
language : we might have supposed that the last word had 
dropped per i-naaiajn, had it not been immediately repeated 
once and again, in such a manner, as to shew that it was 
uaed purposely and advisedly: for thus the Court proceeds: 
" And if it was valid and sufficient at that time, it is equally 
valid and sirfficient now." 

Here, tlien, we have the Court and our great ecclesiaB- 
tical antiquarian diametrically opposed to each other, oa a 

■ Schol. Hist. Lay Baptiam, P. II. Ep. Ded. oct. p. CxtTii. 1 
include thGse last woida in my ciulion, leet I be nccused o( keeping 
back BomelbinB which niiij Bound, at first hearing, unfavourable to 
ray Rrgumtnt. They baye, in truth, nothin)( to do with it ; haTiiig 
been Introduced by Bingham in confirmnticn of his own Judgmmt, 
□a the other part of (he question, the validity of Scbiamatioil 
BapUroi. Hli reasoning U, that impoaltion of hands in the 
Church being held to he both necessary, and sufficient, to supply 
the deQcieocifs of such Baptism, and to admit to the Eucharist, and 
to ChriiUan Burial, to which unbaptlzed persons could not be ad- 
t is plain that persona who have te 

xrteh's Beporl, Martin ti- ^E 
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mtttter peculiarly bebuging to the learning of the latter. In 
such a case, we should not be deemed deficient in due re- 
spect to the Court, if we rather deferred to the authority of 
Bingham ; even though it were left a question merely of 
authority. But the Court has not left it entirely thus. It 
has cited St. Augustine, and the conference at Lambeth in 
1712, in testimony of the accuracy of its own statement. 

I will meet its statement respecting St. Augustine with a 
citation from that Father, even where he is speaking as fa- 
vourably as possible of unlawful Baptism : " NequaquaW 
dubitarem habere eos Baptismum, qui ubicumque et a qui- 
buscunque illud verbis evangelicis consecratum, sine sua 
simulatione, et cum aliqua fide accepissent : quanquam eis 
ad salutem spiritualem rum prodesset^ si caritate caruibSent, 
qtia CatholiC€e inserentur Ecclesiee.*** 

Now this shews undeniably, that Baptism by unlawful 
ministers is 710^, in the judgment of St. Augustine, sufficient^ 
of itself f either to confer spiritual grace, or to insert into the 
Catholic Church. It also shews that, even in his time, it 
was a question of great doubt, whether such Baptism was 
indeed so far valid, that it ought not to be repeated. He 
says, that the question had not been so decided by the 
Church: but that, if he were present in any council, in 
which it were considered, such would be his judgment. 

So much for St. Augustine, the early authority of the 
Court of Arches for its opinion, that " Baptism by any per- 
son other than a lawful minister was considered," not only 
** valid," but also ** sufficient^' 

I will now look to its modem authority for the same 
statement, the Conference at Lambeth of 1712. That Con- 
ference put forth a declaration, signed by the Archbishop of 
Canterbury and many of the Bishops, " That, in conformity 
with the judgments and practice of the Catholic Church, and 
of the Church of England in particular, such persons as 
hMve been already baptized in or YJ\^'^«L\jBt>vcL^^^isssas^ 

"* Aug. de Baipt., \« ^u. &^* 



of the Father, Son, aud Holy Ghost, ougkl not to be bapSw 
again.'" 

Such is the Declaration of 1712 — on the face of it, very 
far short of the statement of the Court of Arches. It de^ 
clares that Baptism, however unlawfully ministered, is valid 
so that it ought not to be repeated ; but it sajB nut one word 
about its sufficiency. Have we any evidence to ehew the 
judgment of this same Conference on this latter point, the 
sM^ra'eHcy of unlawful Baptism? Yes, a moat undeniable 
one, which I proceed to adduce. 

Bingham, only two years after the Conference, published 
the BecGud part of his " Scholastic History of Lay Baptism,"' 
and dedicated it to Tnlavjiiey, Bishop of Winchester. Iq 
the Epistle Dedicatory we read the following pasBage ; — 

"Your Lordship did not so much as know what subject 1 
was upon, till it was finished ; nor did I perfectly la]0«( 
your Lordship's sentiments upon the point, till you were 
pleased to honour me with a letter of thanks for my bookf 
and tell me that you exceedingly approved of it ; and par- 
ticularly thai pari of it, whidi treats of the deficiency of 
herelical and sckiimaiical baptums, and of the oblii/ution 
ihotf, who are so baptized, lie under to return to the vnity 
of the Church, in order to have the dffects of their baptUrn 
supplied by impoulion of hands in Confirmation; which 
was the usual way of supplying such defects, according to 
the general rule and practice of the ancient Church. Your 
Lordahip was pleased also to acquaint nic, with what I did 
not understand before, that all the Bishops of both procincet 
were iinanimmisli/ of the same opinion which I had de- 
fended, and thought there were other ways of aupplyjgg « 
faulty baptism, than by rebaptization, if givenin due fomi 
by a layman : and though your Lordship did not consent to 
subscribe the resolution, which was then intended to be 
drawn up, yet it vi&B not because you dissented from them 
in the main of the determination, but because you thought it 
more proper to have added the words ' in cases of necessity ;' 
wijch are cuaea lees linble lo eMcepl\Qn, '(^wae ie^cwac^. 
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whatever it be, may most certainly be rectified by Canfirmr 
ation.*** 

So much for the statement of the Court of Arches re- 
specting the judgment of the Conference of 1712, tha,t 
'* baptism by other than a lawful minister is both valid and> 
sufficient.^* 

The higher Court, while it speaks with great respect of 
the judgment of that Conference, states it, however, to be 
'' chiefly valuable, as bearing testimony to the fact, that the 
construction of the Rubrics of 1603 and 1661 was acted 
upon ; which construction assumed no change to have taken 
place in the former law, the common law of all Christendom 
before the Reformation ; a law which was recognised by the 
statutes of Edward and Elizabeth, and which nothing but 
express enactment could abrogate.*'t 

This, therefore, is the law, on wfdch the Court founds 
iis Judgment, 

Let us see what it states this law to be : " The Statutes 
of Edward VI. and Elizabeth," it says, " recognised the 
right of every person to burial with the Church Service ;" 
not even excepting excommunicates. 

Now, with unfeigned reluctance, which nothing but a 
sense of duty could overcome, I humbly submit, that those 
Statutes do not recognise that power which the Court here 
affirms ; and for this plain reason, that " the former law — 
the common law of all Christendom, before the Reformation" 
— ^in other words the Canon Law, which, in this particular, 
was everywhere received, and, especially, in this country, 
was the very contrary to what the Court represents it to 
havfe been. Instead of giving to " every person a right to 
burial with the Church Service," it expressly forbade such 
burial of any who died not in the communion, and in the 
Peace of the Church ; *' Quibus non communicamus vivis, 
nee mortuis communicamus." It went further; it com^ 

* Bingham, Part II. Schol. Hist. Lay Bapt. £p. Ded., p. cxlyii. ' 
oct^ ., . 
t ^Judg^iseQt — Es^ott against M?L8lm, '^^^ W. . ... y. v- 
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inands, tliut, if the bodies of any of Uie=e had been so buiM, 
they should be diginlened, tind cast out of the Ch|iTc)i 
burial-ground. Nay, it pronounced excommunication ^»o 
facto against every one, who, io contempt of llic keys erf the 
Church, fibould dare to bury personsof this sort in ChurdfCS 
or cemeteries,* 

Having thus stated what I btheve to be really the canon 
law on this subject — adopted in England, and therefore put 
of our common law — I turn agaio to the Court's slatemeDI 
of Uie right which, "by the common law of all Christendom 
before the Reformation, and recognised by the statutes of 
Edward VI. and Elizabeth," every person, not cxceptisg 
escnmmunicates, had in 1603, nhen the canon wai tnade, 
— a right to burial with the service of the CLaich. If Xbiat 
could otherwise be a doubt whether tliis be the Court's 
meaning, that doiiht is removed by what it uftCFmards 
aavs of "the Rubric of 1661, which forbad tlie burial 
service in cases of suicide, excommunicates, and persons 
unbaptized . A right formerly eiisling luas thus taken away, 
at least in some cases ;"t the cases therein specified. 

Now, in the face of the Court's dictum on this subject 
(fortunately it was no more than a dictum), I venture to 
repeat my denial, that the statutes to which it refers, Ae 
2 and 3 Edw. VI, c. 1, and 5 and 6 Edw. VI. c. 1, rod 

■ Eitra 1. 3, t. 28, c. 13. >■ SacriB est Canonibua iDStitutum, tit 
qutbua non comiDUulcavlmue vlvia, Hon comnmnii^emuB defimctit, 
et lit raresat EccleBiulica grpultura, qai'priua etont sb Eceleaiast&a 
UuitBte pneoUi, nee niai in articulo martia Eccleaie reconciHcIl 
fuETiiit. Uutle.Bi contiiigat latBrdnm, quod Tel EicDmmiuucalcrtinl 
caniOTs, per violentiimsllquorani, vel alio casu, in Ctcmelerio tomit- 
lentur. u &b alionim corpoHbuB dlHccmi poterunl, exhumori debsnt, 
(t pracul Bb Eccleuutica Sepultura jaclari.'' 

Wincb. S9fi fa. PucBuuit (a ibe secoad part of thii law, [Iterc If, . 
in Atehbifhop WlncheUej-'* ReBiMer, hd eipreii ordrr " to dtgttp «s 
exeotnmfiicale, vho hul been buried in the cburcb]'ard."~^ibM^ i 

And □□ hiitoriciil fact iamoie ceriBiathsathutbe bones of WiidUTi 
n-erejudiciall} (//si;i (erred Jiud ctiat ou\. 
/ Judgment — Escoll v. Maslln, p. 8. 
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lEliz. c. 2, and 8 Eliz. c. 1, recognise any such universal 
right ; and for the reason which I have already given, that 
those statutes say nothing in derogation, much less in 
abrogation, of the received canon law, which, as the Court 
says, was " the common law of all Christendom.'* 

But I must go further ; I must contend that the statute 
law of England, in 1603, did itself forbid the burial service 
of the Church to be performed over the corpse of an ex- 
communicate. 

I refer to a statute of Elizabeth, which the Court did not 
think it necessary to notice, though by its very title it 
m^ht seem to invite notice in such an inquiry ; I mean 
the 13th Elizabeth, c. 12, entitled " An Act for Ministers 
to be of sound Religion" — the statute, which established 
the *^ Articles of Religion of the Church of England;" 
and which, because it established them, is made by the Act 
of Union with Scotland to be an essential part of the 
Treaty of Union, and a fundamental law of the land. 

Now of these articles, thus made to be so especial a part 
of our statute law, the 33rd, entitled " Of Excommunicate 
Persons, how they are to be avoided," runs as follows : 
^' That person, which by open denunciation of the Church 
is rightly cut off from the unity of the Church and excom- 
municate, ought to be taken of the whole multitude of the 
faithful as an heathen and publican." Unless, therefore, 
a heathen is entitled to burial with the service of the 
Church, which no one yet has had the hardihood to affirm, 
neither is an excommunicate. 

So much for the law, common and statute, applicable to 
this point. That both the one and the other are contrary 
to the statement of the Court, may be the less unsatisfactory 
to the very eminent persons who composed it, if an opinion 
be correct, which I scruple not to submit, that, supposing 
the law were what they have stated it to be, the judgment 
pronounced by them, irreversible as it \^ m ^^^'0^^\sj^'^ 
not be altogether sustainable m i^aaoiv. 
For if "every person," not even exc«i^>asi^ ^^^^"^^^^^^^^^ 
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catea, !i™J, ns the Ctiurt stntcB, a " fetutiilovy right to bniitl 
wi I iuhe service of ihe CIiuifL," it followB that thefiSfli 
Canon, oil which the late suit was fnunded, taking away 
iJiul right in the case of excommunicates, iDUBt be 'ijito 
fiiclo void: for I need hardly e&y that u canon purpwttii^ 
ti) eitiuguiah b right created nr recognised by the laW'fif 
the laud, is not worth the paper on which it is jniuied- 
Biiii if this be so, how can o criminal proceeding be IbuUdSl 

The only wny to escape the conBeqneftce lierpin snggeateS, 
teems to be, the putting a couBtruction on the canoa^ wbTiSi 
is not very obviiius, nor very aatisfftciory, especially VSfli 
the purpUEe must be the sustoiniog of a criminal proMOV- 
tioD. Cuuld it, then, for this purpose, be maintained^ tlM 
when the canun says, "No minister sliall refuse Ui'tng^ 
any corpse that is brought to the church; and itheMiall 
refute to bury such corpse, excejit (he party deeetisedieen 
(lenrivfind excomvmmcate, jnajori excommunications ;'' 
cotld it, I ask, be maintained, for Ike sole purpose of >>w^ 
taiiiing a criminal prosecution, that this exception ii.-tM 
meant to deny the right nf the exeommuniente to but'id, 
but only to exempt the minister from canonical punishmed^ 
if he Bet that right at nought? 

Happily, the canon needs no such straiaed constructi«tt. 
Id ilsnaturbd and unforced meaning, it is, as we have seen, 
in perfect accordance with both the common and th^ 
statute law, as that law existed wjien ihe canuii was made. 

Hapjiily, too, the judgment is not only irreversible,. but 
may, we doubt not, be shewn to be sound ;* though thA 

I • 1 Tenture lo aubmil, thai a bapuied Infant, eren though b^' 

lizeil ill a achigmaticBl or he retJca 1 congi cation, being enlf tied itf 
I reFPiUion into tlic Cburcli, and lo all ile jn-iTiIeges, ivhensocrer sir 

sbail seek impoailiou of hands, and do whql else llip Church tAj 
I requli-e,— if be die, before he come to yourt ofrcaeon, ouifht h* W 

I leyvded like all other in&nU dying in infancy : that jDSliee,')A' 

I •teil SB Charily, Jijds u» preiume of aosh \!i1miX,xSiW,M ^\oV»i\*(4! 

I pBrmiaed to li^e, he would haTe dona ■wtial^iiadut] tw^ea-i^Mft 



; there/ore, that he in lo be deall with accot^l^g^!' 
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pfprticular line of argument pursued b j the Court, be not 
pimsh as commands unqualified assent. 

• ■ 

, The exception in the canon must yet detain us for a f^w 
H^Mineats ; for, if I mistake not, it will be found to have a 
yery important bearing on the main question. 
. . It appears to me to shew yery plainly the description of 
•penMiiBB to whom alone the indefinite phrase ^^any corpse 
which shall be brought " must be understood to apply — 
Homely, those, and only those, who may, for sufficient 
,l?^M>ns, incur sentence of excommunication — in other words, 
w^fimben of the Church ; for, these, and only these, can be 
^^Bcommuniicaied — the censures of the Church haying scope 
end direction only wiikin the Church and over its own 
members* 

This just principle, which always guided the ancient 
Catholic Church in all its discipline, and is, indeed, of the 

I once entertained strong doubts respecting those Infants, who 
OR baptized by persons heretical in the fundamental Article of the 
IVwUK^i-^thiiiking that, as such persons do not belieye in the Di- 
TiQityof the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, their 
baptism cannot be deemed baptism in that Holy Name. I an- 
swered accordingly one or two of my Clergy, who applied to me 
for solution of their own doubts on this point. I think it neces- 
MTf, therefore, thus to declare, that further consideration, and the 
bslsnce of the authorities of the early Church, have brought me to 
a different mind. 

I Bay " the balance of authorities ;** — for, undoubtedly, that side 
of tlie question, which numbers St. Athanasius and St. Hilary 
«ffl6ng' its advocates, cannot be said to be without grave authority. 
B»t 9Dt only the greater number of Fathers, but the Canons of 
Councils, — ^yIz. II. Constantinople, Aries, Laodicea, Trullo — make 
the balance incline strongly to the other side. The 8th Canon of 
the Council of Nice was differently interpreted, according to the 
different views of those who interpreted it. 

8t Augustine briefly states his view of the matter to be, that 
tht Church does not, and ought not to, rebaptize those who have 
been baptized, with the words of our Lord's Institution, by any 
Heretics whomsoeyer ; becanse suc\i Bti^tV&Tii S& li^x. ^Tc^^iS:"^ "^^ 
B§ptiMm of him who mlniatera, but Cb?\s^'%r-*»^ ^'^J^^^^^^^^' 
HibU, Ac, p. I. c i. b. 20. 
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very Kseoee of that discipline, was particularly illuDtruM 
in its (lealing id th those who had been baptized in hetetj 
or scbiam. When any of them, being brought to the know- 
ledge of the truth. Bought re.conciliation with the Church, 
they were not required to go through the same stagcB of 
penance, as the Canons required of Penitents in the Chureh : 
"But they seein," says Bingham,' "to have been recim- 
ciled in a more compendious way, mare Huiteil to their state' 
jind condition, as strangers and foreigners , now just enter- 
ing vnlhin Ike pale of the CImrch." 

Surely, this same principle may, and ought to, betaken 
as the true rule of interpreting the canons of our own 
Church ; for it flows from, and realizes, the express in- 
junction of Holy Scripture, that we "judge not them that 
are without," but leave them "to their own Master,'' to 
whom "they stand or fall." 

And here, speaking of " the pale of the Church," I am 
sorry to be obliged to reinark on one unhappy aenlOTOe, 
whichisstateil,in the report, to have fallen from the higher 
Court in delivering its Judgment ; for it went the whole 
length of subverting the most approved, and, until so denied, 
we should have thought the most undeniable, princi}>le rcL 
spectii^ SchismaticB— " Heretic without, or Schismalit 
mihin the paie of tite Church" — is given as the Iftngaagt 
of the Court. i ■ ■ ' 

That so pjrtentoua, and, considering the authority to 
which it is ascribed, ao mischievous a description of Schis- 
matic, would not, even in the most incautious moment, be 
really uttered in such a place, we have some special right to 
hope, because it is expressly contradicied by the very law 
which the Court administers in the last resort. The view 
taken of Schism by the Canon Law, is, that so far as any 
are Schiimatica, jo far they are out of the CImrch. It i* 
thus expressed by Lyndwood, of whom the learned Judge 
c^ theArchea lells us that " he is the standard authority .ju ■ 
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all potntB of tlie Canon Law which may arise in the ad- 
ministradon of justice in these courts :" '' Schisma est re* 
cesms ah Eedenay vel in partCj vel in toto.^^ Again, 
^'Scfaisma est illicita divino per inohedientiam ab unitate 
EccksuB facta." — Lyndwood, 284. 

I have been compelled to notice this strange dictum, be* 
cause it has actually been cited to me by one of my clergy 
(who had published certain notions concerning Schism, 
wjliich called for my animadversion) as *' the view taken by 
the highest Ecclesiastical Court of the land, the Judicial 
Gotnimittee of Privy Council. In the luminous judgment 
delivered by this august tribunal," said he, '' the distinction 
k clearly taken between a Heretic and a Schismatic ; a 
'Heretic ' is one * without,' a * Schismatic ' is one 'within,* 
the Church."* 

Now, if the Court really uttered what is ascribed to it, a 
stconger illustration cannot be wanted of the mischief of a 
judge, however generally learned, flinging about his random 
sayings on matters of high and sacred import, without even 
aeddng that ordinary measure of information, which edu* 
dated men, indeed, might be expected to bring with them. 
For the Supreme Court of Ecclesiastical Judicature to talk 
thus wildly about Schism, is not less startling, than it would 
be> to hear the Court of Queen's Bench proclaiming " the 
community of Christian men's goods." 

Before we leave this matter altogether, it is right to say 
that the Court itself seems to have been startled at the large- 
ness of its own construction of the general words of the 

* That in a large and improper sense of the word Church, in- 
cluding all whom God hath called hy the revelation of his Truth 
from the unbelieving world, a Schismatic may be said to be within 
it, no one will deny : but in this sense of the word, a Heretic too 
is equally within the Church. Such, however, is not the sense in 
which an Ecclesiastical Court can be supposed to use the word — 
nor can any sane person advisedly apeak, \tl \Xv\s %«yvs»^^ ^'l ''^ >5a& 
pale of the Church." «« The pale oi lYie CVv\3L£t\v;'' e^t ^\ ^^x\s:vKv^ 
implies Unity; Schism, ex vi termini, \mp\\ft% hreodx oj t\ux\ \3u\\>i. 
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canon ; for it Euggcsts that " portions of tlie liurial service 
itself would probalily exclude persons not Christians," 
We thank the Court for tliia recognition of the jmport»at 
principle, tliat the canon must be construed nith due coiwi* 
deration of the matter and occasion to which it refers; in 
other words, that the nature, and purpose, and terma, of the 
burial service must control t!ie use of it. And if, extendr 
iugthe expression of the Court's meaning a little further, 
we should say (instead of probably) this " would cfrlainig 
exclude persons not Christians," should we be very jtie- 
Bujuptuoua ? So far from it, that I venture tu think that) 
even if the ttubric of 1661 had never existed (which for- 
bids the use of the office to the " uubaptized "), a minister 
who should BO abuse the Church hurial service, as to use k 
over the corpse of a Jew or a Mahometan, would be liable 
to ecclesiastical censure. The Canon Law itself is plain on 
this point. Even catechumens, dying before they are bap- 
tized, are excluded from hurial with the service of ^ 
Church.* Accordingly, both Sir John Nichollt and Sir 
Herbert Jeimer t say, that " the old law equally prohiluWd 
the interment, with the prayers of the Church, of those v^n^ 
had died uubaptized by their own fault." 

The observation, therefore, of the higher Court, that ,by 
this prohibitory Rubric " a right formerly existing woatakep 
away," is utterly without foundation. In truth, all the 
cases enumerated in that Rubric were before eKcluded by 
the Canon Law from interment with tlie office of the 
Church ,§ 

This consideration is important, not merely as aflectjng 
the statement of the law by that Court, but also as pruviqg 
that the general words of the 68th Canon must always bavje 

' Hem pUcuit. ut CatediumeniB Bina rcilcmptione tmiitismi de- 
Tuiietis, ucque ublutiotiis commeuiocatiu, Deque psallEuili Impeudatur 
offlcinm. Bncnr. Cna., 35 ; Gibson, 450. 

^ S-empe and IVickes (3 Phil, 209). 
/ JUasrln nad Etcoii (Curlcis, 264). 
f Oibaoa, u&i nifira. 
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beieti iht^preted with many limitations; that, in trath, they 
applied to those only who died memhers of the Church. 
' Bat the Court, we have seen, limits its own limitation to 
•* persons not Christians." Now ** Christians " is a very 
Vagite term, and, in such a question as we are at present 
cotic^med with, requires some accuracy in distinguishing, 
before it can convey a sufficiently definite meaning. Of 
iieretics and schismatics, we deny not that they are Christ- 
fans, if by " Christians " is meant that they are not heathens 
-^that they have received baptism^ which not only makes it 
linnecessary and unlawful that they be again baptized, bttt 
aldo gives them a right, on their testifying a wish to be re- 
bfiived into the Church, making a confession of the true 
%til3i, and seeking a reconciliatory imposition of hands, to 
be irecdved accordingly. 

' But if by " Christians" is meant, in the full sense of the 
wbhi, the Jideles^ " faithful men," those who hold the 
CJiitholic faith, and are in the unity of the Holy Catholic 
IDhuTch, then, so long as any persons continue heretical in 
thbir opinions, or schismatical in their conversation, we are 
bohnd to deny to them all right to that name, and to the 
privileges which it implies. With " Christians," in the 
former sense of the word,we would hold internal communion, 
ih* communion of charity; but we cannot, consistently with 
■iitrr duty to the Church, and even to themselves,* hold ex- 
^mal communion. 

''• The learned Judge in the Court below recognises the 
same principle, and in a manner, I may be permitted to say, 
inudh less unsatisfactory than the Court above. " The object 
^ the Church and of the Legislature which confirmed the 
Rtibric," says he, " must have been to exclude from the 
offices of the Church all those who had never been admitted 
iTfio it by Baptism ; all those who, having been once ad- 
mitted into it, had for some grievous offence been excluded 
from it; and, thirdly, all those n»\io, d'^vci^ \Q.\lssR.<y2iissssJ&r 
sion of mortal sin, had by their cmti «.c,\. ^^tiOvsxiSi.^*^'^'^ 

* I Cor. Y. 5-, lT\m. ^.a^. 
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vileges of Christianity." ' Thi^, I say, is a recognition of 
the same principle, that the uae of the offices of the Church 
can he proper ojily in the ciise of those who have been ad- J 
mitled into tlie Church, and have never either been ex- 
cluded, or excliided themselveB. from the Church, It is 
true, that he aEsutnen it us undeniable, that persons are bo i 
admitted, if baptized, whoever may have been the minister ; , 
whereas we hove seen, by the authority of Bingham, that 
neither heretical uor schismatical Baptism doca admit into 
the Church, Conaequently, on the sound principle thus 
recognised by both courts, it does not entitle perBons so \ 
baptized to the offices of the Church. i 

The principle of which I speak, nod which is thus recog- ' 
nised in the judgment of both courts, is, indeed, so obviotu, 
that it may seem hardly to need this high authority, whicli 
yet we rejoice to see given to it. It is a principle constantly 
applied in respect to the Rubrics and Canons. 

For instance, the 59th Canon requires, under very 
heavy penalties, " every Parson, Vicor, or Curate, upon 
every Simday and Holiday, diligently to hear, instruct, and 
teach the youth and ignorant persons of his parish the ' 
catechism set forth in the Common Prayer." Is he to [ 
teach ignorant persons who are unhaplized. this culecbism? ^ 
They ate included under the general terms of the Canon, 
yet the very nature of this catechism makes it manifest that 
they are not, cannot be, included in its sense. Again ; tbe 
Rubric of the oiBce of " Visitation of the Sick " says," When 
any person it sick, ni.ticc shall be g;iven thereof to tbe 
minister of the parish, who, coming into the sick person's 
house, shall say," as is there appointed. Here the phrase 
" any person " is so large aa to include Jews, Turks, Infi- 
dels, and Heretics, as well as members of the Church ; yet 
will any nnt gravely assert that the Church's office of 
" Visitation of the Sick " ought to be used, or can priiperly i 
be used, to " any persons " who are not members of the „ 

^^^L ■ Curteiii Rep.. M:i;t'iu u. £sc3U, ^^H 



Nay^ in respect to the very canon in question, the .6Stli, 
no one will contend that the words '^ any corpse " must not 
be limited to those who have a right to burial in the par- 
ticular parish churchyard to which the corpse is brought. 
It is plain, therefore, that some limitation must be admitted : 
but what can be more reasonable than that which is drawn 
^m the nature and tenor of the office of burial itself? In 
other words, ought it to be used in the case of those to 
whom it is manifestly unfitted — to persons, that is, whom 
.1|he Church cannot recognise as having died in communion 
with it, or as capable of its blessing ? 

No man who respects the principles, or the practice, of 
the Church of Christ, from and through all antiquity, will 
hesitate how this question must be answered. " This office 
of burial," says Bingham^ " belonged only to the Fideles^ 
or Communicants ; that is, such as died either in the full 
communion of the Church, or else, if they were excommuni- 
cate, were yet in a disposition to communicate by accepting, 
and submitting to, the rules of penance and discipline in 
ihe Church."* 

In truth, such a claim as we are said to be threatened 
with, on the misunderstood authority of the late judgment, 
}», dimply this — that the Church, and the Church orUy^ 
.shall cease to have a peculiar communion of its own ; shall 
.oease to have its own rules for its own guidance ; shall cease 
to have any special marks whereby to distinguish itself; 
,^all cease to perform any special offices to its own mem- 

vters, 

I.. For, our offices, be it home in mind, are designed for 
persons belonging to a certain Body, — ^united together by 
certain terms of communion. Why are we to be compelled 
to disregard the appropriate nature of these offices, and to 
abandon these terms of communion, at the bidding of those 
who may mislike our having such distinctions ? They are 

* EccU Ant. B. xxm. <i. ^, ^.'ia* ^ 
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not prevented from forming themselvCB into a separate 
society, having their own offices, their own terms of commu- 
nis. We only say, that, if they do 80 separate themBelvEs, 
we cannot admit them to communion in religious offices 
with US, Is there in this any real hardship to them? or 
any real want of charity in ns ? 

Let UB Bcc, in the instance of burial, to what it amounts. 
■ Heretics and schismatics have the same right of inter- 
ment in the parochial burial-grounds aswe|have. • They 
loiiy use, in their own meeting-houses, any office of burial 
they choose. If "they prefer the office of the Clmrch, they 
are quite at liberty to uac it ; only they must not use it iif 
our churches, or in the churchyard. Thia is the amount' 
of the grievance, and aimply lo state it is to expose itB 
frivolity ' 

Bill they will not be satisfied unless the miniBlerB of die 
Church perform ihe'oflice, and treat them as membera of 
our Communion. Why is this? Why are they aniiOtUi 
for the services of ministers, whose ministry they either 
detiy or usurp? or, rather, both usurp and deny? Or;' 
why do they claim to be admitted to the privileges of * 
community, which they do not value sufficiently to Beekl» 
belong to it ? ■ ' 

Tlie real truth is plain. Their only grievance is, tbat 
the Church exists; and bo long as it shall continue li 
exist, its existence will be, must be, felt a reproach by tboM- 
who have abandoned it. 

But we ate told, that, whatever be the merits of the' 
question, the laws of the Church itself require its ministfen 
to perform these offices to Dissenters, and they have a rigiit 
to' enforce obedience to those laws. " ■ 

* This Keems to have been ruled iu Res v. Tajlor, Triurlj T. 6 
G. I. : " The doclrina tbere laid ilown," aa itotpd by tbe Coutt oT 
ArchcB in the Ule caUM, " WM that tbe Common Law right rf isi 
lerment in the churdiysni belonged to evccy porishioocr; but thl^ 
Ciiti majiBec in which Iho Borvice was to bt vetforoieci, was to be 
L le/t to tbe Spiritual Court, and there enforcei."' — Cv.t\.™,"i^ji^.\ 
m ■ifaMia B.JEacett, p. 209. ■' "- 
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r That the laws of the Church do, indeed, require thia^ 
m^ be found not quite so clear as they choose to represent ; 
wad to prove it will need something more autliohtativc than 
a mere ci/c^um (if there have been such dictum), even uf 
the highest court But, if the laws of the ('hurch do, in- 
deed, require its members to perform its offices to those who 
«ie Bot of its communion, can we doubt that this is caused 
by those laws having been made at a time when such a 
thiog as tolerated heresy or schism was not even thought of? 

In the short interval which elapsed between the passing 
of the first Toleration Act and the discontinuance of the 
Sittings of Convocation, none of the claims which are now 
harassing the Church were ever put forward, or even con- 
templated i else* we cannot doubt that due provision would 
have been then made, to meet the new state of things, and 
to prevent a law, which was liberally and wisely designed 
m a relief to conscientious Dissenters, from being abused, as 
an engine for the persecution of the Church. 

In shorti the offices of the Church having been devised 
for members of the Church, the Church ought to have the 
power of declaring who are not its members, and, therefore, 
who have iv>t a right to participation in its offices. To 
withhold this power, whenever its necessity shall be felt, 
woidd not be easily reconcilable with the first article of the 
Magna Charta of olden times, nor with the plainest obli- 
gation of the Magna Charta of more modern days, the Coro- 
nation Oath. But how can such a power be adequately 
exercised except by the Church assembled in Synod ? 

In asking for such a power, we wish not, 1 repeat, " to 
judge them that are without" We only claim to pronounce 
that they are without — out of our Church, of which we 
believe and proclaim that it is the visible Church of Christ 
in this laud. We quarrel not with others, though we think 
them heretics, or schismatics, and though, as such, we re- 
fuse to them communion with us in the offices of religion ; 
but we quarrel not with them, if they choose to. say the 
samcy each of his own sepaidXt coiv^xt^^\Ms^« 



The Court, in delivering the kte judgment, thougnt 
proper to "point out the inconsistent and even absurd fcfti- 
Beqnences which would follow from the oppoBite doccrioe tB 
its owu."» ' ^ 

Now ], too, may be permitted to point out the conie- 
qucnecs (due respect forbids my cnlling them inconsistent 
or absurd) which would follow from some dicta of the Court, 
if they should ever be exalted to the authority of judgments. 

For instance, if, as was said (happily net ruled) by 
the Court, it be the duty of the minister to use the office of 
burial over " eiiw^v ''■"Tf^e which shall be brought to the 
church or churchyard," it should seem to be equally the 
duty of those who bring it, to permit the office to be used. 
And yet it is quite conceivable that this may not always be 
very satisfactory. For, be it remembered, there are other 
persons not in communion with the Church, besides that 
description of Dissenters who promoted the late suit. Kdw, 
let me put a case — it flhall he not an extreme case, but oile 
actually proposed by the Cuutt itself — that of " Foreigners 
who have been baptized otherwise than by ministers of 
Episcopal ordination.'' The Court pointed out as one of 
ihe " inconsistent and even absurd consequences '' of the 
defendant's plea, that ■' such foreigners could not be buried 
with the riles of our Church, should they depart this life 
Within onr territory." It happens, that many such forei^- 
' ers from one particular country, as well as many of our 
own countrymen who are in communion witli them, die 
uinoiigst U9 every year — I mean Preshyteiians of the kltk 
of Scotland. 

Now, let us suppose the corpse of one of these Prca- 
byterians, Scotch, or Irish, or English, to he broughttothe 
churchyard of any parish in Eiighnd. " If the minister 
delay burying in the manner and form prescribed in the 
Book of Common Prayer," he will be suspended, should 
the Coun's dictum ever be ruled to he the law. If the 
minister plead his eonaeience, the pka viiU Vie cVlVm w tttftA J 
■ JaJgment, &c., p. 14. 
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9Xi or frowned down. Knowing this, he submits, and qui- 
etly begins the ceremony. 

Meanwhile, those who bring the corpse insist on " imme- 
diately interring it without any ceremony;** for such is the 
order " Concerning burial of the dead " in the " Directory 
for Public Worship," set forth by "Public authority in the 
Church of Scotland.*' They, too, will plead conscience ; 
they will cry aloud against the abomination of " a prescript 
fprm of prayer " being imposed upon them, in the exercise 
of their common-law right of depositing the remains of their 
.deceased brother in the parish churchyard : and as they are 
not in the habit of submitting, we need not fear, but that 
.fiome very good reason will soon be found why they shall be 

submitted to. 

II 

. , Here I would leave the matter, were it not for one par- 
ticular of the speech made in delivering the judgment of 
^t)^e Court above, which has, I understand, given some un- 
. .easiness to the clergy, and excited some surprise in others. 
J That speech has derived more than ordinary importance 
I, from its having been previously written, and, as is under- 
i|tood, having received the sanction of all the learned mem- 
I , ibers of the Court. In stating this, I wish to be considered 
.,.^^Ung it with the sincerest feeling of respect for the 
. fWisdom and justice, which dictated so cautious a proceeding. 
,^, But, then, this caution only gave the stronger effect to all 
,..^e observations in the speech, however irrelevant sonve of 
A^^m may have been; however transcending the authority 
even of the high tribunal from which they emanated. 
. . .In the conclusion, the Court thought it necessary to pro- 
pound, that clergymen, if they shall ever feel their con- 
,,j^ciences violated by any requisition of the law, will have 
.,po right to complain : they may do as laymen have dpne ; 
they may resign their offices, and " give way to those who 
^, could honestly hold them by performing their appointed 
,' JUoictions,** 

Now, in putting forth this decW^uVvaxi, \Jcvs. ^wssX ^^'ots. 
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lo me {I muBt not be afraid of avowing it) to have a iillle 
iWerstepped the line of its own duty, to have a liltle mia- 
' understood the nature of the matter it was speaking of. 

""The cure of souls, even though it be endowed, is not a 
'mere salaiied officf, which may be resigned at pleasure. It 
18 a station of high and holy responsibility, from which we 
are not at liberty to withdraw ourselvee, merely becatue 
toe world's law shnll be found at variance with our duty. 
Should such a atate of things ever arise — (I do not con- 
template it as in the lowest degree probable ; nor should I 
think it decent to suppose it even possible, were not the 
supposition thus forceil upon ua from so high a place) — but 
should such a state of things ever arise, we will complain 
(for, thank God ! the clei^y, like all other subjects in thii 
free land, may complain) of tlie state of the law, which' 
would thus make obedience to it incompatible with obe- 
dience to thut higher law, which we are commissioned' 
and commanded by God to execute ; and we will urge our 
complaint in the firm but temperate tonewhich becomes us, 
not doubting that we shall obtalu from a just legislatnre 
due attention and redresa. Should the result be otherwise 
(1 have no fear that it ever will, but should it be otherwise), 
the State will deal with us, as it may deem fit; but we, taj 
reverend brethren, will not renounce, we will adhere to, 
our posts, calmly, meekly, faithfully, resolutely, in tlie fear 
of God and not of man. 

Y. I relurn to the point, from which I have Bomewhal 
digressed, the necesaity of a restoration to the Church of 
pome mode of its meeting in synod. 

A bill cannot much longer be delayed (for it has been 
repeatedly promised in Speeches from the Throne, and the 
promise was renewed ai the beginning of the late scMion of 
Parliament) for carrying into effect the recommendations of 
the Commission of 1830, " on the practice and jurisdiction 
of ihc Ecclesiaat'icHl Courts." Arauug Vhuaa Tv.comiwa\4- ' 
aiJoaa is ODC that all criminal proceeiiin^^s m tticae ct««\.» 
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Against laymen shall cease. Of the wisdom of this recom- 
mendation, so far as temporal consequences are concerned, 
none of us, I apprehend, will entertain a doubt. But there 
is a most important spiritual result, which must be guarded ; 
and which, in guarding it, would well employ the wisdom 
of the Church in synod, to whose cognizance the matter 
properly belongs,— I mean, what is to be done with such 
offenders, in respect to admitting to, or repelling from, the 
Holy Communion? 

Aa the law of the Church, which also is the law of the 
State, now stands, the parochial minister has, as he ought 
to haTe, in the first instance, an absolute discretion ; but, if 
he repel, he is obliged to give an account of the same within 
fourteen days to the ordinary, who must proceed against 
thft: offending person according to the canon. 

Now; when, in conformity to the recommendation of the 
Commissioners, this process shall be done away, what course 
it to be substituted ? On the one hand, to leave without 
redress a party, who deems himself unjustly deprived of the 
highest privilege of a Christian, would be intolerable ; but, 
ott the other hand, it would be certainly not less intolerable, 
to give to a grevious, a notorious, an impenitent sinner, the 
right to demand admission to the Lord's Supper — the most 
perfect absolution, be it remembered, which a baptized 
sinner can receive. 

There is, too, a third case, which must not be forgotten ; 
that of a person, a member of the Church, guilty of heinous 
sin — heresy, for instance, or blasphemy — for which he 
ought to be excommunicated (that is, put out of the Church), 
whether he seek admission to the Lord's Supper or not. 

Now, what process is to be provided for the Church in 

these cases, and cases such as these ? Glad, as we shall all 

be, to see civil consequences of Church discipline over the 

laity removed, yet the right and duty of spiritual discipline 

we may not, we dare not, surrender. To do so willingly 

wooJd be to betrav the Church — to \mcW:<!.\v Q\M:«ft.lve«.. 

To force ua to do so, would \ie aa ^'cX ^1 ^x^-^iX >^' 
secution. 
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'ell, then, what must be done? la tliis a, malier for 

^^liamcTit tu order ? for a Legislature whicli no longer 
profeBBes, no longer would endure, to be called an aaserably 
of Churchmeii — nay, iB growing impatient of being, eiclu- 
lirely, an assembly of Clirisliitus ? Are the esaential rights 
atid powers, which our I^rd conferred, and which the 
ApoBtka taught the Christian miuiBlry by their example, 
and required them by espress precept, duly to eMrciee— 
are these tu be placed at the mercy of men who deny coa- 
seientiously the very existence of those riyihls and powers? 

The great importance of this matter will justify mj add- 
ing a few words more upon it. That it is abaolutely 
necessary to the well-being and well-doing of a Church,.! 
need not say. Our own Church declares " the right uae 
of eecleBiasiical dlEcipline" to he one of the " ilirce notee or 
marks" (pure doctrine, and the aacrBmenta ministered ac- 
cording to Christ's holy institution, are the other two) 
" whereby the true Church \b known."* 

Now, if excommuniciition — rescued from all degrading 
applicationof it, but excluding absolutely from the benefit 
of all Ihc offices of the Church — " if excommunicittion, the 
gretitest judgment upon earth" (these are the words of 
Lord Bacon), "be restored to the true dignity and me 
thereof, the Church will be indeed restored to" aa much of 
"its ancient vigour" as may be neceti6«ry- Wemighlthen 
be more than content, to aee the disuse of open penance, 
nnd other details of discipline of the primitive times. Bi)i 
nothing can be truly said tu justify our acquiescence in tite \ 
continued abandonment of alt discipline whatsoever. 

Yet, unliagipily, wo not only have to deplore the loss. of 
ail public discipline, hut also the too common disu«e of all 
attempts to promote even that cuolidential and spiritual 
commnni cation between the people and tlieir ministers, 
which would create a. personal and private discipline, not 
}cM }ikc)y to promote a spiiit of real penitence because it 
is both pzivale, and vpluulaiy. ■Meaaw^fte.'A w unieTO*- 
" 2ad Fart of Horn, for >VU\lsuu'li>-T- 
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My your duty to endeavour to bring your people to have 
that recourse to your private ministry for ghostly counsel 
and advice— and, when necessary, for that benefit of abdohib- 
tion — ^to which you are bound to invite them, as ofiben !&& 
they are called to the Lord's Table. No sense of your own 
weakness, or of your own unworthiness, ought to make yoa 
afraid or ashamed to exercise the main and distinctive part 
of the holy oflfice to which you have aspired — absolution, of 
which the Church tells you that it *' hath the promise of 
foi^iveness of sins." * You pretend not to it of your own 
power ; you profess to act in it only as the commissioned 
ministers of Christ. Nay, you profess that your commission 
has not any efficacy, further than as it is exercised in con- 
formity with God's Word, and with the terms of forgiveness 
there laid down. 

But you also profess, or ought to profess, that you are 
ministers empowered by God to pronounce His forgiveness ; 
and that they who seek to you, as ministers of reconciliation 
with Him, will receive the blessing which He has annexed 
to your ministry. 

' In saying this, I say not that the absolution of the priest 
is necessary to forgiveness — God forbid !— or that it is more 
than a mean, which Grod has been pleased to bless with 
His especial promise. 

Neither do I say — God forbid ! — ^that we should demand 

'the particular confession of those sins which the penitent 

'^lls upon us to forgive in the name and by the authority of 

'Christ. The only point on which we are to be satisfied is, 

^^^ fetdtence Bud failh of the party ; not the nature, much 

less the particulars, of his sins — unless the communication 

* of these be necessary, and only in the degree in which it 

'shall be necessary, to quiet his conscience and assuage his 

^ef. Even the " special confession of his sins," which 

'** the sick person shall be moved to make, if he feel his 

'tt^nscience troubled with any weighty matter," ought not to 

^^ urged, till his troubled spirit canxvoX. \i^Vev^\\^ ^n5c»ss.'^'w:\ 

• Horn, ** Of Common Prater au^ %^^x«niKtiX»?* 



iluly eotnfurted. And when, "if he humbly and beartily 
deaire it," you proceed to give absolution in the form which 
the Chtirch hnlh provided, be careful to teach him that 
unless he be sincere, unlcHS he have true Chriatiao repent- ' 
anee, the pardon which you pronounce has no promise of 
being ratified by our Lord. ■ ' 

In bringing this matter thus before you, it is probable'' 
that, while I may seem to some to ascribe too much to the 
office which you hold, I shall be thought by others to inveal ' 
it, afier all, \VLth nothing more than a showy, but unsubstan- 
tial garb. For, it will be eaid, if the forgiveness which the ' 
priest pronounces is not cflectunl unless the penitent have 
the qualifications necessary fur absolution, and if, having 
these qualifications, he will be forgiven, whether he receive 
the absolmion of the priest or not, to what end serves that 
absohition ? Now, it would be a sufficient answer, that, as 
our Lord has ajipninted this to be a mode of conferring his 
pardon, all who feel the need of that pardon will gladly and 
thankfiiUy have recourse to it. 

But this ia not our only answer. We farther say, timt' 
the authority, thus given by Christ to his miniaters, proves it 
to be His purpose and His will, that there be between Ibeta 
and their peoj'le that free Epiritual communication, tn which ' 
1 have before referred. The benefits, hence resulting to' 
both, will be most valuable. It willimpressou the minister, 
if anytldng can, a doe sense of the special obligation 
imposed on him to purity and Iioliuesa of lile. For will he, ' 
dares lie, pronounce God's pardon of other men's sius, while 
he himself is laden with iniquity? Again, it will cumpel'' 
him, if anything can, to industry and carefulneaa in prne- , 
ciiting his spiritual studies, in labouring fully to uuderiftuid - 
the way of God's aalvaliou, and to apply his knowledge to' 
the C(un fort and edification of those who have recouree tO' 
Him. Now this cannot be accDmplished without much of 
serious reflection — of studyini;; of the charactera tiud modes ' 
of thinking of his peojile — still more, of n\i;i\\.a.Um\ rf (^o&'« . 
word—above all, o/'earuest prayer to Goii (ot WviW^VViWv* 



guMmemHia merciful support, Id this the moBtarduocBi,: 
poflian of the ministerial office. 

ilkrthe peop1e> meanwhile, it is a great blessing to bethuft- 
praetiqaUy reminded of the closeness of their spiritual con* 
nexiook.'with their pastor — with him who is an '' ambaS'* , 
sador" to them "for Christ" — of the goodness of God in 
empcmm^g such a ministry of reconciliation — of the inesti- 
mfj^lc'jvalifte of their own Church privileges — above all, of 
thfi^iMlerpal qualities of faith, penitence^ newness of heart) 
slM^sig. itself in newness of life, which alone can make 
th^i^ plrivileges, or the absolution pronounced to them by 
th^lP:r|i^W3ter, to be anything else but an increase of their 
cop^emnatioii. 

ov.-j • ■ 

i'Slli' 'While I thus address you on the necessity of a 
clj^;EiQ0Dnexion, than commonly subsists, between you and 
yOilu: p^ple, I am forcibly reminded of, what I deeply feel, 
tlie^iiot less pressing need of more frequent and better op- 
portunities of communication between your bishop and his 
clm^. .At the end of a visitation, which has lasted more 
tban .nixke weeks, with only one day not appointed to some 
speoiai service, it is painful to think, how little of benefit 
I .<»n^ hope that I have rendered by thus rapidly passing 
through you. 

In truth, among the particulars in which I think that we 
require an improvement in the outward form of our Church, 
I, would place in the foremost rank the expediency, I would 
almost say the necessity y of an increased number of 
bisl^ops, 

- In urging this, I hope I shall not be considered by you as 
wishing to consult my own ease. The reasons, for whic^ 
I should wish a more numerous episcopacy in our Church, 
are such as would make the charge of every individual 
bishop not less laborious, but far more effectual, and 
therefore far more satisfactory both to himself and to the 
Crunch: ' 

"'Jm truth, the overpowering eistent oi V)aa ^^iRfts^^^'^sk 
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which several of ua at present have to diaehurge our 
functions, canuot Lut afiect those functioos themselves. 

Between six and aeuen hundred parishes, dispersed over ' 
a district one hundred and forty miles in length, and in 
some parts half of that extent in breadth, as in my own { 
case, cannot be even known, as they ought to be known, to 
him who haa an equal duty of close counexion with every 
one of them. 

The consequence is, and can hardly fail lo be, that your 
bishop te unable to consult and be consulted by you, on the 
many, and, whether liappily or unhappily, the yearly multi- i 
plying, occasions on which we should wish to consult 
together. If, as often happens, a matter arises in one 
parish, which indispeiiaably demands much consideration, 
mutual explanation, protracted correspondence, this canuM 
be performed witliouC rendering it physically imposBible for 
adequate attention to be given to the reasonable claims id 
many other cases. 

Aa this is found to occur, many of you, in kind coneidera- 
tioD for my ease, forbear to communicate with me on 
occasions on which you would other\t'ise have a right to 
expect my best counsel, and sometimes even my active 
co-operation. Hence, in too large a number of instances, 
we know not each other so well as every single clei^y- 
man ought to know, and be known by, his bishop. We 
cannot, therefore, even when neceasity arises, alwtyB 
communicate together so advantageously to both partiea, as, 
[ believe, we all desire. 

Accept this as some excaae for what I painfully feel — the 
miserably imperfect manner in which my duties among ycm 
are diaciiarged. Were it otherwise, were the sphere of my 
endeavours more contracted, I venture to think our inter- 
course would be muiufilly more satisfactory. It would not, 
I trust, lead to petty and vexatious interference, on your 
bishop's part, in the details of your own parochial laboun; 
dat /t fFoiild 6e£fer qualify him tof V\ie nftct o^ «&-n«nt^ | 
*rAere /)ia advice is needed ; il would place \i\tn'n\sv^w«l\oa; 
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to undertake, as he ought to be willing to undertake, much 
of the responBibility of enforcing regulations, which the 
fiutfafiil minister of a parish is often desirous of seeing 
enforced, even when a natural and laudable love of peace 
with his flock, and a due regard to the efficiency of his own 
labours among them, forbid him to enforce them him* 
self. 

It would especially tend, with Grod's blessing, to make 
every bishop to be, as he ought to be, not merely in name, 
but in reality, the centre of unity to the diocese over which 
he is placed— one, whose communication with other portions 
of our Church should enable him to be the channel of much 
of interesting and useful intelligence between different 
dioceses-— one, who might thus be permitted to promote an 
accordance of views among the ministers of the same 
national Church — to soften real and remove apparent 
difierences of opinion, to conciliate conflicting parties, and 
induce them to see, as they commonly might see, how much 
more they difier in names and words, than in principles. 
, But, that he should be and do this, it is necessary, 
that there should be that closeness as well as frequency of 
intercourse between him and his clergy, which cannot sub- 
sist in dioceses like those of England. 

Need I say how different was the case in the primitive 
Church, in which the strong expressions of Ignatius and the 
other earhest Fathers, of the necessity of " doing nothing 
without the bishop," may be considered as indicating 
(besides the commission which it is the ofiice of a bishop to 
give) his intimate connexion with every portion of his 
diocese, rather than a recognition of any exorbitant or arbi- 
trary extent of episcopal control ? 

Before I leave this matter, let me add that I hope to be 
in future able to live among you for a larger portion of 
every year than I have hitherto done. The subjects of 
legislation, so far as the Church is concerned, which, during 
the past ten years, have made the \on^ «L\Xewiaxi^^ Qi^\5?«fcss^ 
iaPiiriiazxieDt more than ordmaii\Y I\elC^««a.r3^V^^^'CiRPH^^^ 
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may hope, been brought nearly to a concluBion j and those 
among us whose dioceses are remote, eepecially those 
whose years are felt by them to he advancing, may be 
permitted to give themselves more to other more satisfactory, 
ae well aa more appropriate, duties. 

Long aa I have occupied your attention, there remain 
one or tvru matters, which I am unwilling to omit, becauie 
they are connected with the conduct of your own parochial 
charge. 

VII. Of the very interesting question of the power of 
enforcing a rale for llie necessary repairs of Churches, 1 
lament that I cannot yet congratulate you on a perfect sad 
eatiafactory settlement. Should the Cause, which now 
awaits the decision of the Judicial Committee of Privy 
Council, nut be decided agreeably to your wish, and perhaps 
your expectatiou, it will not follow that no adequate meam 
of asaerting the right of the Church are left. I have heard 
it said, on very high authority, that proceedings maybe 
taken in the Spiritual Court against those persons who shall, 
in a meeting of vestry, unreasonably resist the voting of a 
necessary rate for necesfary purposes. It may be painful to 
be driven to such courses, but it would be much more pairt- 
fal to deserve the reproach of deserting the caute of that 
Church of which we are ministers. 

I tuni to a more agreeable subject. 

Vltl. I have already congratulated you, with thankful 
ness to Almighty Ood, on the growing intelligence and 
interest of the laity in what concerns the Church as a 
apiritua! body. It is our duty, ray reverend brethren, not 
to be wauting either to their eKpectalions, or lo their 
instruction, in these matters. Above all, we ought gladly 
to avail ourselves of their desire to act with la, a3 Churek- 

Natr, allow me to submit lo the jiidgtaent q^ t-^Biy oi* i£ 
J'oit, according lo the sjiecial ciiCHiUBtaneea til Vis co^vspea,*.- 
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^iooy whether it may not he practicable to induce very 
aumy among them to unite with their minister in regular 
99ntributioD, at stated times, of sums, however small — " the 
widow's mite " I would gladly receive, or even ask —for the 
support of those objects of Christian beneficence, for which 
asBOciationB only can adequately provide. I need not 
Kfuind you how consonant this is with apostolic precept 
and practice.* 
- 1 would specially suggest the Societies for propagating the 
Gospel in those of our own colonies which may need 
external aid, and the spreading of missions, on sound 
Chorch principles, among the heathen, especially among 
tinse with whom conquest or commerce may have more 
elosely connected us. 

There is, too, one other claim still more imperative than 
either^— I mean the necessities of thuse large masses of 
population, in our own land, which are left in a state of 
spiritual destitution. If the happier lot of this portion of 
England brings us not to witness many such cases, shall we 
he the less anxious to relieve them ? 

Now, the Rubric offers — I might almost say, requires — 
the use of one expedient, excellently adapted for this pur- 
pose; I mean the Offertory, which the Church contemplates 
as to be read, whenever any portion of the Communion Ser- 
vice be used, whether the Sacrament be administered or 
not. 

Do not, however, imagine that I wish to prescribe to you 
such a measure. But give it consideration, and adopt it, or 
anything else of the same sort, as you shall judge best. Let 
me only remind you, that the more you can induce your 
people to act with you, as their minister, in such joint 
labours of love, the more close will be your connection, the 
XDore affectionate your intercourse, the more blessed your 
ministrations both to them and to yourselves. 

In respect to the various associations for religious objects, 
I mil venture to make one further su^^stion: that you 

• 1 Cot. xvi. 1. 



admit not into your yiulpila any raiBsionary fi-dm any "at 
lllem; no, not from any. (I say, into your puljiits ; for 
their assistance will often be very useful to you in meetingB 
out of Cliurcli.) I 

Preach for these BSBociations yourselves, if you wHl, bhA 
as you will; or obtain, if you think it esj)edient, the usbfr- | 
anoe of neighbouring ministers in occasiorially preaching for 
you; but do not encourage strangers to go through ydai 
ChorcheB, extolling, and Bometimes esaggerating, with «\\ > 
the arts of rhetoric (as a stranger sent fur the purpose is K» 
likely l« do), the claims of the Eociety which emptoya him. 
It is a great disturbance of the parochial system ; it producer 
an unwholesome excitement ; it turns God's house into a 
hall of declamation ; too often pampering the diseased appe- 
tite for a tone of teacliing which is neither milk nor strong 
meat, but a crude and mawkish substitute, by which M 
generous or manly growth of Christian charily was ever yet 
reared. 

Again, I would earnestly prese on you the duty of'nAt 
interfering one with another, in respect to these societies. 
If any of you shall judge any among iheni especially worthy 
of his support, let bim give to them that support in his own 
parish, or lu the parish of any neighbouring clergyman who 
wishes his usaistauce. But I conjure you not to intrude 
unbidden, much less, contrary to the expressed or known 
opinion of the proper pastor. You may be quite sure that 
you will do incalculably more of evil hv weakening the 
influence of a brother clergyman over his flock (as you will 
weaken it, if you successfiilly support what he opposes), than 
you can do of good, by forwarding the cause of the beat of 
these societies, be it what it may. Besides, the evil ia 
certain, the good, at the best, must be doubtful; and re~ 
mtrmbeT what an apostle has said of those who " do evil that 
good may come." 

^■X. One word more. At r time when CViittV eMjeMswra. 
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there is Dot space for receiving all the parishioners, it id weU 
U>:bear in mind that the system of pews is, by law, tolerable, 
only where they do not interfere with the accommodation of 
those who have a right to worship God in their Parish 
Qhurch. In this respect, all parishioners have, by common 
law, an equal right, which the Churchwardens, whose duty 
it is to order what is necessary for the good regulation of 
Cjhurches, have no right to disregard. If they do, the 
Bishop's Court has both the power and the duty to redress 
the wrong. But it is manifest that they whose rights are 
most likely to be violated — I mean the poor — are disabled, 
by their poverty, from seeking redress in courts. 
,, JIpw, this is a general evil, which requires to be gravely 
d^alt with. I do not advise a sudden and violent breaking 
in. upon an inveterate, however unjustifiable, usage. But I 
^ongly urge it on my Clergy, to do their utmost, quietly^ 
^ induce a better state of things. And here I rejoice to 
bear testimony to the improvement which has been recently 
cdSEected in more than one Church in this Diocese in this 
respect. I hope, too, that another instance will soon be 
presented to us in Exeter itself. In several of the very 
handsomest of our ancient Churches, the old and proper 
arrangement prevails — that of open seats, either in part or 
throughout the Church ; with great addition to the beauty, 
as well as to the devotional character, of the buildings. I 
would mention the Churches of Hartland and Chittleharop« 
ton. In the former, the ancient seats were never removed ; 
in the latter, the pews were removed, about 70 years ago, 
by the good feeling and exertions of the chief landed pro- 
prietor of the parish. 

The origin of the evil is not such as can endear it to any 
Churchman; for it was part of the systematic outrage on 
the sacred ness of Churches by the Puritans, in the day of 
their brief triumph in the 17th century, when they perverted 
these hallowed edifices into little better than preaching-rooms. 

The con tinuance of it, in any ca%e, m\x«X «vw^^\i^ ^^acJss!^ 
to. W4ui,t of due energy in our aUemi^l^ \» i^owss^ W.-;, ^»^"^ 
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want of due consideration on the part of tlio^e who may teem 
to profit by it. Surely, if such pcreoua reflect, they cannot 
but feel, painfully feel, the incongruity of makiog the ^ery 
worship of Gud an occasion uf injustice to man — of usurpa- 
tion on the rights of the poor. Nor would they, on con- 
sideration, fail to be ashamed of carrying their love of 
worldly distinction into that house, where all they see aod 
oil they hear, all they want and all they pray fur, ought to. 
remind them that there " the rich and the poor meet toge,-i 
ther ;*' not equal, indeed, in God's sight, hut distinguished 
by qualities, ntiich will make many who thtuk them>else». 
the first to he the last, and the last first.* 1/ 

And HOW, my Reverend brethren, thanking you for tha . 
IcindneBB aiih which you have home so long a trespaaaoa , 
your patience, "I commend you to God, and to the Word \ 
of His Grace." May He enable us to improve every 
opportunity of our thus meeting together, to our mutmJ.i 
comfort and support in the discharge of our several duties , 
to Him and to His Church, through Jesus Christ ourLot:4--t 



I avail myself of this opportunity to disclaim before my 
lei^, who have a tight to cipect such a disclaimer, senti- 
ments and language ascribed to me respecting the Pocr Law 
Amendment Act, which never were, and, while it pleases God 
to continue to me the gift of reason, never can be mine. 

In a publication entitled ' Portraits of Conservative StateS' 
men," the following words are said to have been spoken by 
me, in my place in the House of Lords. If really Epoken 
there by me, or any Bishop, they could not have failed to 
draw down a loud and merited burst of indignation, which 
would have been justly eclioed through the land. 

* I am eoatilEd "b-j the Xindiieaa of Archdenooii Froudc In ^ve in 
Ibei/ipn((li«No.ni.avBluablaalateaiPDt.jfllielawo[ithi»Bul(ia«, , 
eitnetcil from a i-Jinrife delirereil bj biin IQ \W cUt^ ol 1^ J) ~ 
descanry of Tutnes, in the spring of 1841. 
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fn^.My Lordfl," said the Bishop on one occasion, *^ this is 
liiliW which the people of England dare not suhmit to ; it is, 
iflA^ Whieh I am resolved I never will submit to. I am, 
nilillfVd to pay no rates raised under the authority of the 
CWtiliiissianers. I am resolved to denounce their authority 
i^aMy and every way. I am prepared to go into a court of 
jitttfce, and; before twelve of my countrymen, to be tried for 
lAMtig dieclared that the laws of England are not to be made 
bjp^cttleije Commissioners." Again: "When Englishmen 
u hfl S ten ^U tad this law, they will not submit to it ; as English- 
nl^^ttlid Christians, they ought not to submit to it." 

When my attention was first called to this matter I 
aj^i^'ta the publisher, who promised to take measures to 
oAStMdibt' the statement: but the work passed into other 
hteilidii; and nothing was done. 

XTOe misrepresentation has been accounted for in the fol- 
loMHh^ way : — At some public meeting a speaker, having 
d{3d' some words of mine, proceeded to express his own 
seiftmients in the words given above, which were afterwards 
copied by mistake into this publication, as mine. 
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APPENDIX I. 



Plymtree, August 27, 1842. 
My Lord, 

I AM just honoured by the receipt of your Lordship's note 
of yesterday, and have great pleasure in thus recurring to the con- 
Tcrsation which I had the happiness to hold with you at Plymouth. 

The instances, to which I referred, of the great wisdom of oiu* 
Rubrics, and their general sufficiency for the solution of difficulties 
ai they arose from time to time in the formation of infant churches, 
were chiefly in the case of the two Sacraments. 

1. One of the greatest hinderances to the sound and healthy state 
of the Native Churches in India has always been, as your Lordship 
is well aware, the precipitancy of the missionary's zeal in increasing 
the number of his converts, and consequently the carelessness with 
which the Sacrament of Baptism has been sometimes administered 
to unworthy recipients. In the province of Tinnevelly especially 
this evil was most apparent some few years ago, so as almost to rival 
at one time the rapidity and multitude of Xavier's conversions ; 
and the unhappy consequences were soon seen in frequent apos- 
tacies of such merely nominal Christians. On the other hand, the 
more cautious and self-denying missionary, alarmed at these errors 
of his bolder brethren, was in danger of deferring or withholding the 
Sacrament on insufficient grounds. The difficulties in both cases 
were at once met by insisting on the observance of the first Rubric 
in the office for the baptism of adults, requiring that '' timely notice 
shall be given to the biaJiopf or whom he shall appoint for that purpose ^ 
a week before at the least, by the parents or some other discreet per- 
8<m8, that so due care may be taken for their examination whether 
they be sufficiently instructed in the principles of the Christian reli- 
gion ; and that they may be exhorted to prepare themselves with 
prayers and fasting for the receiving of this holy Sacrament.'* This 
admirable rule, if always enforced, as it might easily be, at once 
represses the heedlessness of one party, and gives due support and 
protection to the sober caution of the other. 

2. The other case to which I referred is l\ie ex.wt\sfe oi ^-wv^^^cA. 
holy discipline among the new converts Ai-j VXift ctAoxteoLWD^ q.1 ^«^ 
second and third Rubrics of the HoW Coinm\m\OTi\ wA 'va. ^%xS>aft 
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greater part of the churchfe of Soutliern Indin this diBrlplme is doh- 
happily entablifiheil and humbly embraced. 

Great scandals alao were often complnined of, miBiiij from hasty 
and unlawful marringes ; and the eiacl obgervanee of the Rubric in 
the publication of banna on /hree letierai Suadagi wns gpneiaily found 
suffleieul to guard against Iheni in that simple state of aociflty. 

I need not add that in the first years of the Episcopate in India 
all theae salutary laws of our Church had been lamentably neglected 
even by our own clergj-, and that the etil had been tenfbid increased 
by the administration of the offices being intimated (from the 
sad necessity of the times) to ministera of the Lutheran Church. 
Happily those days are gone bj ; and nothing can be more beaotifiil 
and encouraging than to observe, as fresh difficulties aris^, with what 
pmipeelive wisdom our Reformers appear to hate framed the Rnbrias 
of our Apostolic Church, and thus prepared ber to be, what she lar 
now become, the great Miasionary of the World. In ttlmost every 
case of reference made to me for counsel and direclion while Areh- 
deacon of Madras (and they were very numeroua), I uniibrmly imind 
the moat comprebeiiBive and iatiefactory answer was an appeal lu 
Her aathoritaliTe directions. 

I hare the honour to he. 
My dear Lord, witi great respwl. 

Your Lordship^B ■ i 

Very faithrul and obligcii Servant'. 
THOMAS E0BIK8(^. 
Tlie n^kt Hev. th<- Lnrd Bithop of Exeter, ■' ■' 
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APPENDIX II. 



'I I.' 



I HAYB reserved to this place the following attempt to 'sbow the 
absolute incompatibility of assent to our Articles with assent to the 
decrees of Trent, not in erery instance in which they are contrary 
(einen in^ the letter) to each other^ but in a few of the most importanft. 

1 1 begin with our sixth Article :— 

B edhtains two propositions ; first, *' That whatsoeyer is not read 
ilk Holy Scripture (t. e, the Canonical Books of the Old and New 
Testament, of whose authority was never any doubt in the Church), 
nor can be proved thereby, may not be required to be believed as aa 
antide o££eiifh.'' 

: I This proposition is in direct contradiction to the decree of the 
fourth session* of the Council of Trent, which receives with equil 
pious affection and veneration (pari pietatis affectu ac reverentia 
siiscipit et veneratur) the written word and the unwritten traditions 
which have been handed down from the Apostles to our time, and 
have been preserved by constant succession in the Catholic Church. 
It further anathematizes every one *' qui scieus et prudens tradl- 
tiones prsedictas contempserit." 

*'Th^ second proposition in our Article excludes, by name, all the 
books which we call the Apocrypha, from the catalogue of those 
which it calls canonical ; while the decree inc/udet them all, by name 
(except the third and fourth books of Esdras, and the Prayer of 
Manasses), and it pronounces anathema against all who deny that 
any of them is canonical. 

Contradiction cannot be more direct. 

I proceed to our ninth Article, *' Of original or birth sin." It 
aflirms that '* this infection of nature doth remain, yea, in them that 
are regenerated,*' and that " the Apostle doth confess that it hath of 
itself the nature of sin.*' 

This is contrary to, and must have been intended to contradict, 
the very letter of the Decree of the fifth Sessionf of Trent, which 
declares anathema against all <* who assert that everything which has 
the true and proper nature of sin is not wholly taken away in Bap- 
tism.*' The Holy Synod admits that "the Apostle calls concu- 
piscence sin ;" but it " declares that t\i^ C%.>i3cvo\vj. ^!?tt\a<2^ ^^es^x. 

* Aprils, 1546. \ 5\3av^\'l A^^^- 



understood Hint it wiu su cellerl br-cause it is trulj' and pToperlj' sin 

inclinea to sin ;'' and auttthcma ia pronounced sgainM eierj one who 
bolda the contrary opinion- 
It ia worthy of remnrk, that the author of the Tract, profesaing to 
deal with those of our Articles which are opposed to the doctrine 
□f Home, posses ocer thie ninth In silenc^e. Was this hecause it wu 
impOBBible lo dissemble the contradiction of the Article (o the De- 
cree of Trent! It could not be becanse the difference — the practical 
difference — is unimportant. For, the doctrine of Trent on this point 
is one of the main supports of Ibe whole corrupt system of &ome. 
It leads to the fatal error that the regenerate can fulfil the law of 
God bj perfect obedience — that Cheii good works can satisl; for tins 
— that they can stand before the Judgment Seat of God, and claim 
Eierlaatlng life as due to their own dcservlngs, Our doctrine, on 
the other hand, must make those who liold it in sincerity "walk 
humbly with their God.'' 

I proceed to lie 351h Article, which no shall find lo be in direct 
and, we cannot doubt, purposed contradiction to the Decree of the 
seventh Session* of Trent, " De SaeramentiB." It says," There are 
two Sacraments ordained of Clicist our Lord in the Gospel, that Is 
to say, Baptism and the Supper uf the Lord. Those five eommont; 
called Sacraments (that is to say. Confirmation, Penance, Ordrrrs, 
Matrimony, andEilremB Unction) are not lo be counted SaeramtnU 
of Ike Goipel — for that they have not any vaSi/a tign or ecrmORy 
ordained of God." 

This, according to the writer of the Tract, is not inconsiatent wMl 
the letter of the Council's Decree. 

What, then, shall we say of the very first Canon of Trent on the 
Sacraments 1 '' If any one shall say that the Sacraments of (fc 
Gotpel (novo: le^s} were not aU initUiiled by our I-ord Jbihi CItHat, 
or that they aro more or fewer than seven— namely, Baptism, Con- 
firmation, the Eucharist, Penance, Extreme Unction. Orders, MatH- 
mony— or that any ime of thrie iro™ ii not truly and proptrly a 
Sacrament, let him be auatliema.'' 

The writer proceeds, " TItey (five of the seven) are not Satromanfir 
in ANY i«U9, latleii the Churth hat the poi/ier of JUpeniing ffraoe 
through rilei of ite oicn appointment.'' (In other words, they Were 
instituted, not by our Lord, but by the Church; and to cay this 
i« manifestly lo contradict the Decree, and to incur the anathema, of 
the Council.') The writer adds, "Or is endued with lie gift of 
/i/etaiag aod jballnwing the rites and ceremonies, which, according to 
tAe 20tb Article, it hntli power to dociee. 'B^it, \m may ™(( b "" 
Me OfircA Aim thit gift." 
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In other words, the Church has the power to make Sacraments ! to 
annex the grace of God to some rite or ceremony, which the Church 
may, at its discretion, decree to-day and annul to-morrow ! And 
this portentous assertion is advanced, in order to conciliate the 
Article of the Church of England with the Decree of Trent! 
though both the one and the other, however else they may differ, 
a^ree in this — that the Sacraments of the new Law are ordained 
by Christ himself. 

There remains another distinction by which the writer endeavours 
to explain away the seeming difference in the doctrine of the two 
Churches on the subject of Sacraments. ** The Roman Catholic,*' 
says he, <' considers that there are seven Sacraments; we do not 
strictly determine the number. However, what we do determine 
is, that Christ has ordained two special Sacraments, as generaUy 
neeestctry to talvation. This, then, is the characteristic mark of these 
two» separating them from all other whatsoever ; and this is nothing 
else but saying, in other words, that they are the only justifying rites 
or instruments of communicating the Atonement.'* 

Now, if it appear that the Decrees of Trent consider any other 
Sacrament as ''a justifying rite*' — as ** an instrument of communi- 
cating the Atonement" — and as ** necessary to salvation" — it is 
plain that the writer is as imfortunate in this as in his other expe- 
dients. 

Let him look, then, to the first chapter of the Decree ** of Penance j'** 
it expressly declares, that *' God, rich in mercy, has given a remedy 
of life to those who, after baptism, have delivered themselves up to 
the bondage of Sin, and into the power of the Devil — namely tJie 
Sacrament of Penance, by which the benefit of the death of Christ is 
applied to those who have fallen :" and a canon is added, anathe- 
matizing '^ es&Tf one who shall say that penance is not a Sacrament 
iimtituted by our Lord Jesus Christ, for reconciling the faithful to 
God^ as often as they shall have fallen into sin after baptism.^f 

Does not this make the Sacrament of Penance " a justifying rite "t 
** ftn instrument of communicating the Atonement **t Does it not 
alao^ . by manifest implication, make it *' generally necessary to sal- 
vation"? 

Of the 28th Article,' the writer says that, " in rejecting Trantub- 
UanttatwHi our Article opposes itself to a certain plain and unam- 
biguous statement^ not of this or that councii, but one generally 
received or taught both in the schools and in the multitude ;**{ 
therefore, it may be subscribed without contradicting the letter of 
the Decrees of the Council of Trent. 
^ I will give an abstract of the Decrees of this CoTmcil ot^ \H& ^oh- 

* Session 14, Nov. 25, 1551. ^ C'a.'^.vw. cwxA- 

l Tract 90, p. 5\, 



ject, coDtraating ihereivilh, Uf i go on, (lie precise tenui of our 
ArUcle. 

Tlie Dncree- attiteB, "Tlml after Ihe ponaecration of the breail 
and wine, our Lord Jesus Chrial, Ime God aud oian, is truly, really, 
ukI suUlantiaUf unntaln^ in the Sacrament of the Eucharist, 
upider tba apeeiea of thoae seusible objcijta;" it also Baye,t tbulj^by 
the coDaecrntion of the bread and wine, a change ia wrought of the 
entire aobalanee of the bread into the subitance of the body of our 
Lord, and of the entire Bubstance of iho wine into the aubalaoee of 
liU blood, whioh change ia coavraiiently and properly called by the 
Holy Catholic Churuh TraDBubBtantiation." 

Our Article aaya, " Truiisubstautialinn, or the change of Ihe tob- 
aUDie of bread and nine in the Supper of the Lord, cannot be 
proved by Hnly Writ; but ifl repugnant to the plain wordB of 
Scnplute, averthrsweth the nature of a SaFramont, and hfttli gWeu 
uccaaion to many auperatitiona." 

Can this be aubgcribed iu any acnie, conBJalont with the Utter of 
the Coancil'B Decree 1 

2. Again ; the Decree pronounceB " Anathema^ against ef eTf one 
who aaja that Cbriit, eiliibited in the Euehariat, ia eaten tpiriMallg 
only, and not also aacramenlally and realiy." ' -' 

Out 2Bth Articlo aaya, that ■' the body of Chrlfll ia given, tttken, 
and oaleu in the Supper only after on heavenly and tjiiritual 
nuinncr." Therefore every one who subscribes the Artiela incurs 
the anathema of the Decree. 

3. Once more ; Che Council proiiDUDceti} anathema agalntt any 
who afflrma thai " in the holy Sacrament of the Euohatiflt" (i, e. the 
cenaacrated bread and wine) " Christ, the only-begolten Son of God, 
II not til be adorad with even the eiternal worship of Lolria" (i. e. 
the highest kind of adortlion), " and that he ia not to he loEnrni/y 
carried abaat, or is not to be preuented to Ibe people, in order that 
he may be ynblkh/ adored, and that the adorers of Him" (\a the 
consecrated bread and wine) "are idolaters." 

tt further adds an aDathema|l against all who say "thai Ihe Holy 
Eucharist ouglit not to be reserved;" whereas our Article aaya, 
"The Sacrninent waa not by Cbriat'a ordinance reserved, earned 
aboul, lifted tip, or Korihipprd." 

Can Iheae different positions be boneatlj aubsoribed bjtbo suDe 

I will adduce only one other instance of the iireconcilahle differ- 
ence between the Decrees of Trent and our own Articles ; whidi 
■nay not be passed over ; because thiu ia the wriler'a strongest case, 
/CMiBueb UB the Decree of Trent was made (aa I have alteidy mMJ 

' Sobs. 13, Oct- H, 1361, cap. 1. t ^K-^* 

.* Can. 8. $ CaiLtt. \ ^'^'^■' 
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«absequently to the Synod of 1562 — subsequently, therefore, to the 
drawing up of the Article — I mean the 

22nd — Of Purqatoby. 
"The Bomish doctrine concerning Purgatory, pardonE (Indul- 
gentiis), worshipping, and adoration, as well of images as of reliques, 
and also iuTocation of saints, is a fond thing Tainly inyented, and 
grounded upon no warranty of Scripture, but rather repngnaoit to 
the word of God." 

Upon this Article he has dwelt more largely than on any other ; 
encouraging the unwary to think with forbearance, and e^ea VKth 
fkTour, of some of the worst corruptions of Rome. 

His first remark will not be gainsaid — "That the doctrine 
oljected to is the Romish doctrine." He proceeds to say, "The 
primitive doctrine is not condemned in the Article ; there was a 
primitive doctrine on all these points — ^how far Catholic or universal, 
is a further question— but still so widely recelTed, and so respectably 
supported, that it may well be entertained by a theologian now.'* 
Taking, as he does, Purgatory first, I deny that there was a pri- 

. mitiTe doctrine concerning it (Of the other particulars, he does 
not pretend to state any primitiye doctrine ; though that there was 
•« primitive doctrine on some of them is very true — ^bnt a doctrine 
eotUrary to the Bomish, as is made manifest by our homilies, at least 

■:»£ respects the worship of images and saints.) 

But for Purgatory : " A primitive doctrine" implies, not a mere 
opinion^ loosely held^ or thrown out, by one or two writers, but 

, aomething taught and maintained by a considerable number, or the 

.kiTiown formal teaching of some one Father, accepted by a body of 
followers ; and this within the first three centuries. If it have not 
the former condition, it is not a ** doctrine ;** if it have not the 

. l^ter» iX is not ** primitive,** 
, Now, I think I shall not be contradicted, when i say that Ter- 
tuiliiin, Cyprian, and Origen were the only Fathers who have left 

, f^ ixitimation, even of an opinion, bearing the faintest resemblance 

^to the doctrine of Purgatory, 

^ JTertuUian, in more than one passage, recognises the probability-^ 
but he nowhere teaches — that every small offence must be expiated 
after death. But howt By delay of our resurrection. Clearly, 
this is not Piu'gatory. 

Cyprian, in one instance, used words which might be taken in 

. favour of Purgatory ; but which are more commonly understood of 
the severity of ancient penance. At any rate, as more than one 
Qther plain passage in his writings are inconsistent with the belief 
of a Purgatory, his meaning in the passage referred to moflit be 
understood accordingly; or, at the utmoal,YdaTio\)\a^QS.^>ax^6\ssr^ 

did not amount even to a fixed opinion. 
Onl^en held and taught, that wnnera B\ii)ll ^xrfS^Kt -^xjX^^xvetsX >Si 



all their sine be expiated ; nod then the; shall commGnce » new eiisO 
ence — a tenet njiicli nne CDBdecimed by the Fifth GencrBl Council ts 
heretical, beeauie it denied the eternity offuture punishment. But, 
betida* tbat it ww thuB condemned, this has nothing to do with 
Purgatory i (or it relates to the Judgment of tLe lut dsy. 

For the like teaaon, the notion of the purging of the foul by the 
fira of couUagralion at the day of judgment, which is apeoially 
uilduced by the writer, is out of ilia present inquiry, which reepeelB 
on intermediate alaCe, in which those who luSer may be helped by 
the prayers, &c, of the Church on earth. 

Now for the Daclriite of Trent on Purgatory. The writer is coor 
fideat that " it waa not opposed by the Article, because the Article 
WM drawn up before the Decree of the Council." He adds, "WhM 
ii opposed, in the received doclrinr of lit Jag, and, unhappily, of this 
■lay loo, or the doctrine of the Roman achoolB." 

That the doctrine of Trtnt must have been included uniler (he 
phrase "Romish Doctrine" in 1.^71 and 1601, when the Articlaa 
were resised, and aubacripfion to them synQdically enjoined, cannot 
lie denied ; and thus would this evasive plea be sufBcientlj refoted. 
But il is not necessary to have recourse to such a refutation. The 
Article, as il waa originally act forth, must be connidered to inclnde, 
in its condtmnatien, the doctrine of Trent; and this, on Ihewliter*! 
own showing, for he says, "what u opposed, is the dacirine^Jhe 
day." Mow, the Article was «et forth in Iho spring of 1563, uid 
the Decree was made before die end of the same year. ITuIen, 
therefore, we suppose, without i, shadow of evidence, either that the 
Danee of Trent was not the "doctrine of the day," or that the 
'• doctrine of the day" had changed between May and December, it 
must have been included in "the Komisb Doctrine," which the 
Article condemns. 

But this is not all. The writer of the Tract can hardly be bo 
ignorant of the Acts of the Council, however he may presume on the 
igaoranee of others, as to need to bo reminded that in one of Its 
eailiest decrees, made fifteen yeara before, the doctrine of a Pnrga- 
lory ia incidentally but plainly maintained. In the 30l]i Canon of 
Justification, the date of which is IS4'7,* an anathema Is pronounced 
against " any one who shall deny that, after the forgirencFia of sin on 
true repentance, and the consequent deliverance frnm everIaBt!ns 
jiuiiiahmenti some punishment still remains to be undergone, either 
Id this life or w FuTgaiorg, before the soul can be admitted into 

2, "Indulgences" sje next in oider. Here the writer would 

niih us to belieTe, that our Arllde condemns only the itbusea wUch 

ihe Coaiicil itself sought lo restrain— namely, "large and reckleae 

Indalgeocea from the penalties of sin, obtiiiiiei onmonB^ ^a^m^iAa," 

Sess. Ti., Jnn. 13, 1541, 
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•—not the doctrine itself, and, at any rate, not the doctrine of Trent, 
fw the Decree toa» subsequent to the Article, 

On this point I must first state what " the Romish doctrine" is-^ 
a matter left hy the writer in profound ohscurity, as it always is by 
those who wish to palliate the enormities of Rome. It is as follows ; 
— ** That as a single drop of Christ's blood could have sufficed ick 
the redemption of the whole human race, the rest was not lost, but 
was a treasure which he acquired for the militant Church, to be 
dispensed by St. Peter and his successors, for reasonable causes, for 
the total or partial remission of the temporal punishment due to sin, 
whether penances in this life, or, more especially, sufferings in Vxxt- 
gatory ; that, for an augmentation of this treasure, the merits of the 
Blessed Virgin, and the superabimdant satisfactions of the Saints 
(satisfactions, that is, oyer and above what were necessary on their 
own account), are superadded ; that those who obtain an indulg- 
ence out of this treasure are released from so much of the temporal 
punishment due for their sins to God's Justice as Is equivalent to the 
indulgences so obtained." 

This is ** the Romish doctrine" of indulgences, which I need not 
remind you was the immediate occasion of the Reformation ; and 
the denial of it was the express ground of the condemnation of 
Luther. This, then, is '* the Romish doctrine" condemned by our 
Article ; but the Tridentine doctrine on this subject, the writer 
tells ns, is not included in the censure (for the same reason as in the 
former instances), because the Article was drawn up before the 
Decree. Here, too, waving all else that may be said, I shall cite 
an earlier Decree (of the 2lBt Session of the Council in 1562), which 
distinctly recognises this treasure (ccelestes has Bedemee Thesauros) 
as the foundation of indulgences.* 

Feneration and worship of images and relics come next. Of this 
the writer has the confidence to say, after citing from the Homilies 
certain gross instances of idolatrous worship as the real subject of 
the Article's censure, that the Council of Trent admits these enor- 
mities, and forbids them : thus giving it to be understood that,^ in 
this particular, the Decree of the Council and the Article of our 
Church are in perfect harmony. 

Now, what is the facti The Council does indeed, as in decency 
it could not forbear doing, ** desire the extinction of all abiMes, 
should any creep into those holy and salutary ob8ervances"-M;he 
worship of images and relics ; and it orders only that due honour and 
veneration be paid to images. It appears, however, from its own 
words, that this ** due honour' ' extends to '* kissing the images, un- 
covering the head, and fedling prostrate before them, because, by so 
honouring the images, we adore Christ and venerate the Se^ts, 
whom they represenff 

* Sess. xxi., July 16, 1662, cap. ^jT^^I^J&loTm^Nlvyaft' 
t Sess. XXV. Dec. de ln-vocaX.Vciiu^, ^<i* 



Will a presbyter of our Church dare to roieUad his unwary 
re&dcrs into B belief, that doclrine and practicee, such as Ibesc, 
may consiEt with adheienee to our own Articleal 

■'tuTOL'filloD of SaiBtB" follalTE. Here, too, Che wriler tells us. 
the Arltele gains a witness and concurrence from the (Jounoil of 
Trent in condemning two particulars . M laerjfieiitg and. a.\l fallmg 
ihien in worship to 'Sainls ; and yet Ihe Decree to which he refers 
■boWB that Ihe Church is accustomed la celebrale masses (i*. f, lie 
Kaerifice •'/CArit/)to Ihc honour of Saints ; and the passage nbich 1 
haw Just qu<rted respectinB images, sliuws that W pntiralt ottrtlmt 
in K'OTihip to SutTiIa, is esteemed a porlion of their due honour. 

But the writer proceeds to Bty, that the Article opposes not all 
inrooation of Sainti, but "all thil trenches on worship," — "the 
tjiaestioQ whether calling on them to pray for us be such bnng 
open," 

Now, the Article condemns " the Romiah doctrine concerning in- 
yocaSon of Saints," part of which doctrine, aa given in Iha Deoree 
of Trent, is, " that it is a good audheneScial prutticeto iddres* sup- 
plication to Saints, and to have recourse to their prayers and infiu- 
ence with God, for the obtainuig benefits from Him, tlirough our 
Lord Jesns Christ." This is not allj it pronounces analhema 
against nil '^who say that tx> address or^l or mBittal prayer to Vie 
Saints reigning in heaven is contrary to the Word of God, and de- 
rogatory from the honour of our only Mediator ; or that it is, in the 
language of our Article, ' a fond thing'— j{u((uni else." 

Can all this — especially can menfo/ prayer — be explained away, 
and made ni>l " to trench on worship ;" and so to protect the 
Decree of Trent from falling within the condemnation of Ihe 
Article 1 

Suppose Ihat it does, still there remains one particular which no 
sophistry can elude. The Decree of Trent recognisesi and even 
refers with BBpecial honour to, a former Council, the Second Nicene,* 
whoie Airts and Decrees on Ihe warship ofitnages, involving the 
worship of Saints aa theii prototypes, are the most astounding 
monnment of the infatuation of man, when he dares to go beyond 
the Word of God in matters of religion, which the history of hiunaa 
weakness haa ever exhibited. I will not weary yao with mucb, but 
accept one or two specimena : — One of (he most forma! of al! iU 
Decrees pronounces that " images are retained and worshipped, not 
only that by memory we may ascend to the prototype, but also that 
wa may be made partakers of some sanctification." It is afterwards 
said, Ihat " by worshipping them, and pving tbem honorary adora- 
tion, we actually do partake of sanetiHcation.'' " Aa for ihoae who 
Bay it is suffidcnt to have images for the sake of exciting the livelier 
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. remembrance of their prototyes, and not for worship^ alas, their/mad- 
ness." So the holy Synod exclaims; but this madnesfi i^i^t 
suffered to protect its subjects from Anathema. 

Now all this is the estabUthed ** Bomiab doctrine conoermug the 

worshipping of images and inyocation of Saints;" and was. so ages 

before our Article was drawn up--aU this the Council of Trent has 

formally recognised, adopted, and made its own. Who then,{vi^ill 

. dare to reconcile fidelity to the Articles of our Church with adhere^^e 

. to this Decree of Trent 1 v^ ^ 

My patience is exhausted, but my matter is not. I forbear* h^w- 
eyer, all further details ; and simply enumerate the other AxtiGl<i%rQf 
our Church which contradict the yery letter of the Trideiftine 
Pecrees. They are the 13th, <* Of works before justification ;" the 
^5th, ** Of Christ alone without sin," — ike Council having the C(9^- 
fidence to decree that the Virgin Mary also was without sin; .^he 
24th, <*0f speaking in the congregation in such a tongue as" the 
people understandeth ;" the 30th, '' Of both kinds ;*' and the Slst, 
40 far afi respects^the sacrifices of masses. t , 
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APPENDIX III. :;|^^H 

Exlrael /mm lit Charge of the Vtmritik Arehdiacon Froudt ' 
in 1841 "OB Pcu/a m CAarchet.' 
1 paooEBP to another conBideralion, about whicli also much mia- 
uiidantanding preTails — I mean the ilutiea of eburchwudenB ivith 
reipett to ehurch-seala. 

Aatfae ehurchvranienB have the care of the churchi so also have 
th»j of all the aeata therein ; and not only are theyto repair them, 
but also to see that good order be presen'ed in them, that no dia- 
tuibance or contention be made about them in the house of God. 
and that ever; man take the lent and place in it which he hath a 
right to do, whether it be by prescription, or that he hath been 
placed there hj the order ofthe Bishop or by themseiveB. 

By Gommon law, ail the seats in the church belong to the 

I pirisbionerB generally, without distinction of persons. The excep- 

tioni are, where the lord of the manor, or any other resident pro- 
prietors, having an ancient messuage therein, have immeinorisll}' 
(with their ancestors) eat in an aisle and always repaired the same, 
the diarge of repair being a main ingredient in support of sudi a 
claim. In such case, it wOl be presumed that the aisle was first 
built by the founder, with the consent of the minister, patron, and 
Bishop, 

For the same reason, an inhabitant, having a house in the parish, 

I may, by the lilte oonsent, and with a faculty from the Bishop, annei. I 

aa aisle to the church for the exclusive use of himself and bmilji, i 

I and enjoy it so long at he and they continue to be residents and to 

be members of the Church of England (such, I believe, are arm the , 

I conditions invariably laid down in every licence of this kind). But | 

□0 such title can be good to a man and to bis heirs ; inaamucb as the 

I aisle muat always be supposed to be held in respect of the house, 

Ibr the itthabitanta of which the faculty is granted. In like manner, 
a person may preecribe ta a seat in the body of the church, but this 
daim muat be auppoited by very clear proof at immemorial use and 
repairs, These are called preseriplive rights. 

All other seoti in the body ofthe church are in Ihe disposal ofthe 
churchivardenB, subject to the control of the Bishop ; and therefore, 
if any one feels a^^ieved in the seat assigned him, he may apply to 
the Biahop for a remedy, and liis judgment is haul. Bat, wheal 
apeak of an oppticalion lo the Bishop, it must be understood tiiat 
lire r^jilar wny of preferring such a complaint muat bo through the 
ebuioellotot the Diocese in" hi* Court at 'E.xeWi.toi tie U Vha 
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Bishop^s representatiye, as a law judge is the representatiye of the 
King in our common-law courts of justice, and the person who is 
meant by the word Ordinary in such matters. The common law 
never interferes in these cases, except where a seat is claimed by 
prescription. 

When a person has been placed in a particular seat by the church- 
warden, or has been suffered to occupy a sitting quietly for any con- 
siderable length of time, he is said to have a possessory right therein, 
but he is still liable to be placed elsewhere by the churchwardens, if 
the general conTcnience of the inhabitants clearly calls for it : I B&y 
clearly calls for it, for it must not be done on light grounds. 

As, in making general arrangements for the conTenience of the 
inhabitants, the churchwardens are considered the fittest persons to 
be intrusted with that duty, so should they be very cautious of show- 
ing any improper partiality in its exercise. It is their duty to allot 
to all, as for as circumstances permit, a fiur proportion of room, 
and in such parts of the church as may seem suited to their degree 
or station in life. As property changes hands, and funilies Taiy 
in their respective numbers, and other alterations take place in their, 
condition, it is obvious that such new arrangements should be ocea- 
sionally made ; but as great responsibility rests on a churchwardem 
in making such changes, I repeat the caution I have before given. 

In reply to a question not unfrequently put to me, ** whether 
vacant space in a church may be appropriated without a fitcuHy 
to the accommodation of the inhabitants,*' my answer is^ "that, 
without feeling sure of its being a strictly legal 'proceedings I thank 
seats may be so added, the vestry consenting thereto, without danger 
of consequences." ■' 

If done at the charge of the parish, the sittings so gained shoild 
be free and unappropriated; but if put up at the expense of indib 
viduals, the grant of space to each should be limited to his immediate 
wants, with a clear understanding that, although unUkeiy to be die* 
ttirbed, no private right would be conveyed beyond that of present 
possession. In making such alterations, there must be no eneroacit- 
ments on the main passages, nor must the sides of the seats, if en«* 
closed, be carried to a height tiLteedim^ four feet. 

As churches were originally built for the general accommodation; 
6i all classes, and the lands of the founders were charged with' the 
repairs, or estates were subsequently given by pious persons for such 
uses, it follows, that no part of that accommodation — that proviaioiL 
for giving effect to spiritual instruction — can be transferred by sale, 
under any authority or on any pretence whaterer ; and that pur- 
chases of church-seats, except where they are legally appurtenant t6 
houses, and pass with those houses from one possessor to another, in 
the manner before described, are null and void. It is a broad prin- 
ciple of the law, that seats in a church ean neither be sold i^or letv 
and thsLt for pews let by inc^vidna\«, at ^xy \5c»fc ^^Mriciw«:t^«s8^ '"iJiL'ii 



pajment at a. ■eat-ient caimot be enforced. Neither can uiy nne, 
not an inhabitant of the pariah, have aa; l^al claim to an; sittiog 
in tbe church. 1 mention these things thus dislinatlji beeauut 1 
knoiT much m Imp prehension prevails about tbem. 

I ma; indeed very properly tuy, that the side, or letting, otchurch- 
»eal8 for money, le an act of itijUBtice for -which no defence can be 
found, lis effact must be. to drive the poor from that place of wor- 
Bhip which bus been provided for them free of all expense. It 
would Biclade Ihem from tbe housa of God. It would lie im actual 
robbery of the poor for the accommodation of the riuh, with the ad- 
ditional dishoneaty of ep&riiig llie poukets of those who are bound by 
law to keep their churcbea in repair. 

It may be approved by some, and held up for imitation aa the 
Tolunlarj gystero, but, if you come to the real fact, it is nothing less 
than the aale of the poor man's property, ivithaut hia conaent, to 
gratify a love of ease and aenaelew diBlinction, in a place where no 
«uch feeling ought to be found ; and all this, aa I have juat said, to 
relieTe themselrea and Dtbera from a charge which the law of the 
land lays upon them. 

As the owner of an ancient meaauage may pceeeribc to a aeat in 
the body of the church or an aisle annexed to it, so may tbe paraon, 
whether impropriator or instituted rector, maintain a claim lo the 
chancel. But to what extent thla claim can be eiereiaed, whether 
or not tbe whole be for hia eicluaiio use, or the Ordinary can ex- 
erciae any control over it, is, I believe, by no meana clear. Be that 
as it may, in a general way I would obaerve, aa regards both chorcb 
and chancel, that the aubatitution of long aoata, whether open at 
both ends or not, for the preiailiug use of large pewa, would in all 
caaes contribute, not only lo an increase of accommodation, hut in a 
great degree promote those devotional feelings which should ever 
be found lo accompany aocial worahip. Instead of our kneeling 
aide by aide, with the eyea of the congregation, rich and poor, 
turned to one object, in all lowliness of heart, pewa do but keep up 
those distinctions of rank whicli iu (be presence of God we ihadd 
deaire to lay aaidc. 

Obstacles, I am aware, might prevent the sudden adoption of thla 
plan in a general way, or indeed at auy time in very populous dia- 
tricla ; but, from its partial use in my own church, and in other 
parishes where it baa been tried, not only without inconvenience, 
but I may add with general approbation, I hope the time ia not.tat 
distant when we may all become, as it were, inthia respect, members 
of the same body, that we may be all one before God, all one iu 
Christ. 
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